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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s unpgrsroop that the letter of the Lord Chan- 
cellor to the late Lord Chief Justice was not intended for 
publication. 





Mr. Justice Fry will, on the 15th of December, at his 
court in Lincoln’s-inn, hear cases adjourned for con- 
sideration from the Oxford Circuit. 





Mr. S. P. B. Bucxnm1, B.A., Trinity College, 
Cambridge, solicitor, has been appointed Assistant Se- 
cretary to the Incorporated Law Society. 





THE counctL or supazs to be held under the provisions 
of section 75 of the Judicature Act, 1873, and referred 
to in the letter of the Lord Chancellor to the late Lord 
Chief Justice, is fixed for Saturday, the 27th inst. 





Tux Government Bit for the amendment of the bank - 
ruptcy law, on the lines marked out by the Select Com - 
mittee of the House of Commons which sat last session, 
is now being drafted, with a view to its introduction 
early next session. 
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‘WE ARE INFORMED that the official returns of vacation 
business in the Chancery Division will show even a 





greater amount of work than the estimate we gave 
some time ago. The orders made in court were 429, and 
the orders made in chambers 619, making a total of no 
less than 1,048 orders made in the Chancery Division 
during the long vacation. 





A controversy has been raging at Manchester with 
reference to the amount of income-tax which should be 
deducted for the December half-year from half-yearly 
payments of chief rents, interest, and dividends of public 
companies. The Inland Revenue Act of last session (43 
& 44 Vict. c. 20), s. 51, provides, it will be remem- 
bered, that— 


‘* For determining the amount which may be deducted by 
any person liable to pay any rent, interest, annuity, or other 
annual payment in the course of the said year [commencing 
on the 6th of April, 1880], on making the payment, where 
any such payment shall have been made prior to the passing 
of this Act [i.¢., August 12], and duty at the rate of five- 
pence only shall bave been deducted therefrom, the duty 
shall be deemed to be payable at the rate of fivepence for the 
first half of the said year, and at the rate of sevenpence for 
the other half of the said year.” 


The question which has been raised is, in cases in which 
5d. in the pound only was deducted on the 24th of June 
last from half-yearly payments then due, what is the 
rate lawful to be deducted on December 25 by way of 
adjustment? The Inland Revenue Office having. been 
appealed to in the matter, has replied that, “‘ if income- 
tax at the rate of 5d.in the pound only was deducted 
in respect of the quarter ended June, 1880, the Inland 
Revenue Act, 1880, s. 51, provides that the duty shall 
be deemed to be payable at the rate of 5d. in the pound 
for the quarter to Michaelmas, and at the rate of 7d. in 
the pound for the other half-year. It follows that asa 
payment for the half-year to Christmas, 1880, will com- 
prise one quarter at 5d. and one quarter at 7d., the 
deduction will be at 6d. in the pound on the whole, and 
that 7d. in the pound will have to be deducted in respect 
of the quarter to Lady-day, 1881.” 





Tue Provision of section 56 of the Judicature Act, 
1873, which enables the High Court or Court of 
Appeal to “call in the aid of one or more assessors 
specially qualified, and try and hear such cause or matter 
wholly or partly with the assistance of such assessors,” 
was, we believe for the first time, put in force in a 
common law division last Wednesday, when Mr. 
Justice Witt1aMs obtained the aid of a civil engineer 
as assessor in trying a question whether certain machinery 
for the defendants’ rice mills had been supplied by the 
defendants in accordance with their contract. Both 
parties agreed in desiring that the premises and machinery 
should be viewed by the judge and the assessor. It is 
curious that the Judicature Acts and Rules apparently 
contain no provision as to a view or inspection of prop- 
erty by a judge or his assessor, although ord. 36, r. 30, 
specially provides for the case of a view by a referee 
and his assessors. The referee “may, subject to the 
order of the court or a judge, hold the trial at, or adjourn 
it to, any place which he may deem most convenient, and 
have any inspection or view, either by himself or with 
his assessors (if any), which he may deem expedient, 
for the better disposal of the controversy before him.” 
The provisions of section 114 of the Common Law Pro- 
ceedure Act, 1852, and of section 58 of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, with reference to a view by 
a jury are still in force, and Mr. Justice WittraMs 
4 
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pointed out that while the decision of the jury, founded 
on a view, could not, in the absence of an order for a new 
trial, be the subject.of .an appeal, his own decision 
could, in the case before him, be appealed against. 
Should the case therefore be carried ‘to the Court of 
Appeal, the Lords Justices will, of course, be enabled 
to avail themselves of the assistance of assessors, and 
would also doubtless, if they thought it necessary, view 
the machinery in company with their assessors. 





Employers AND WORKMEN in collieries have. already 
shown an inclination to contract themselves out of 
the provisions of the Employers’ Liability Act, the 
Lancashire and Cheshire Coal Owners Association and 
the Miners’ Permanent Relief Society having appointed 
a joint committee to consider the desirability of effecting 
a mutual arrangement as to the mode of relief and 
compensation in cases of accident. ‘The committee, 
after taking the opinion of counsel, have in effect 
reported that it is competent for employers‘and employed 
to agree for such a valuable consideration to the em- 
ployed as will enable payment to be made by the 
Miners’ Permanent Relief Society in all cases of accident 
in lieu of the legal remedies provided by the recent Act, 
but that such arrangements must be mutual, not only 
between the employers and the persons employed by 
them, but also, between the: miners and the drawers or 
contractors and the persons whom theyemploy. It is 
proposed that the owners of collieries in the district 
should continue to subscribe to the society as honorary 
members, their contributions being raised from fifteen 
per cent. to twenty-five per cent. upon the miners’ con- 
tributions, with power to the managers of the society to 
discontinue, or refuse to establish, a local agency at any 
colliery the owner of which neglects to pay his full 
subscription or refuses to Become an honorary member 
of the society, and also to require an increase jin the 
subscription of the proprietor of any colliery Where the 
number of accidents exceeds the average of those at all 
the collieries in the district in pxoportion te the number 
of persons employed. Every person employed at such 
collieries is therefore to undertake, for himself and his 


tatives, in consideration of the payments by the ° 


represen: 

employers to the society, to lock to the funds of the 
society alone for any injury sustained in the course of 
his employment, whether resulting in death or not, and 
that neither the employer nor any person employed by 
him shall be liable in respect of negligence which 
oceasions an injury. There certainly appears to be 
nothing in the Act which would prevent such a mutual 
arrangement as is now contemplated, and it will be in- 
to see whether a similar plan is adopted in 


i 





Tue case of Bird vy. Harris (29 W. BR. 45), would 
seem to show that the rule laid down in Wright v. 
Castle (3 Mer. 12), that a solicitor, in the exercise of a 
general authority given him by his client, may defend 

, but cannot institute proceedings without 
@ special written authority for the purpose, is not ¢o 
well known as it ought to be. “Itis settled,” said 
Lord Eldon, in the above case, that “if the plaintiff 
denies, and the solicitor asserts, authority to have been 
given, and there is nothing but assertion against asser- 
tion, the court will say that the solicitor ought to have 
Perper oor edhe ranger, baoaerengar Bre writing ; and 
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but if the solicitor’s authority is disputed, it is for him to 
prove it, and if he has-no written authority, and there is 
nothing but assertion against assertion, ‘the court will 


consequences of his neglect.’ In’the recent case an order 
to attend ‘proceedings under an administration decree 
had been obtained by a solicitor without the written 
authority of his client, although there was evidence that 
the solicitor had been verbally instructed by the client to 
apply for the order. The client denied giving the 
authority, and the order was discharged, but no order 
was made as to costs. 





Tue pays when judges’ chambers were known as “the 
bear garden” had, it-was hoped, come to.an end when the 
removal was effected to a more convenient building ; but 
it is to be feared that a little of the “ bear garden” 
spirit still survives among the frequenters of the hall 
which forms the ante-room to the judges’ chambers in 
the Royal Courts of Justice. In a conspicuous place on 
the wall of this hall there may be (or not long ago there 
might have been) seen a huge blotch of ink caused by the 
hurling of an inkstand by one solicitor’s clerk at another. 
Not merely the wall but the face of the opponent was 
besmeared With the ink.’ We believe~that, after some 
trouble, the name of the offender was discovered, and a 
sum was demanded for ‘the damage caused to the wall; 
and six months after the offence had been committed 
this sum was paid. What action the person whose face 
was inked may have taken we have been unable to ascer- 
tain. 
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CHIEF JUSTICE COCKBURN. 


To those who think of law only as a system of rules, and 
of its administration only as the application.of those 
rules by a rigid logical deduction, it may seem strange 
that a great judicial post should have been occupied so 
long, and with such well-deserved applause, by one 
whose most striking qualities were an acute sensibility 
and that brilliant and picturesque genius which loves 
rather to paint things in the round, than to sketch them 
in the narrow geometrical patterns of legal forms and 
definitions. But this would be to forget that law 
itself is made fo serve the needs of the world it regu- 
lates ; that its efficient administration needs a clear and 
just appreciation of the facts it is to be applied. to, and 
that the successful investigation of those facts is an 
essential preliminary to a just determination. An exact 
and careful lawyer who is wanting in imagination, 
insight, and knowledge of the world, may not only fail 
to discover the facts, but may misapprehend the bearing 
upon them of the rule, of which he has no full and 
pregnant, but only a dry and technical, knowledge; and 
the same defect may vitiate even his purely legal reason- 
ing; so that his administration of the law is perverted 
into lega! injustice, and his very law becomes a fetter 
and asnare. On the other hand, these qualities are in 
their turn apt to mislead their possessor, and to draw 
him aside from the path of law into an arbitrary and 
fanciful equity, which baffles reasonable expectation, 
and makes what ought to be aclear and settled order 
into a Lesbianrule. They are valuable only, when they 
co-exist with a firm basis in the understanding, 
which is capable of apprehending, receiving into itself, 
and retaining, formal and systematic propositions; but 
in the perfect co-ordination of these opposite qualities 
there exist the elements of the highest judicial faculty. 
It cannot be doubted that in the late Lord Chief Justice 
the imaginative and tho logical powers were combined in a 
very eminent degree. It is, indeed, certain that the 
former peta? magpengpencec' but its range was so high 
that, if by an equal strength in the reasoning 
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enind ‘was perhaps more capacious than powerful, more 
clear than profound ; too quick and susceptible to admit 
of a sufficient tenacity of grasp. Hence he was greatest 


> vin dealing with facts, and in his exposition of those 


branches of law which spring most immediately from, 
and are most closely based upon, human life and con- 
-duct ; and his influence upon law has probably been felt 


more in the impulse and direction he gave to it. than in, 


his direct contributions to its formal contents. The scope 
-and activity of his intelligence, and the variety of his 
pursuits may, to some degree, have impaired the fullness 
and accuracy of his acquaintance with its subordinate 
rules; but, on the other hand, he had a firm grasp 
of its great leading principles; he never ‘fell into the 
snare of subtlety ; he never treated law.as though it were 
designed to be an impediment to human action, and a 
sort of surprise vpon mankind; he never willingly 
permitted substantial justice to be defeated by form and 
technicality. There is more goes to the making of a 
great judge than mere intellectual qualifications; an 
honest love of justice, a true regard to the public welfare ; 
@ generous disdain of falsehood, tricks, and knavery ; an 
honour above suspicion; a manly courage and indepen- 
-dence ; a resolute attachment to freedom—these are the 
things that give confidence to the public in the 
-administration of justice, and cherish and maintain the 
spirit of honour in the profession ; and these are qualities 
that have. long been associated with the name of Chief 
-Justice Cockburn. 

‘We may be permitted to regret that the failings inci- 
‘dent tosuch a temperament and genius as his, to the 
‘long possession of. a great and dignified office, and to 


-advancing age, did not suffer him to unite his name with 


the promotion of a reform the principles of which he had 


long advocated. But this is not the time to dwell upon 


a failure in a great and brilliant career. It is a more 
-congenial task to record the high merits we have briefly 
and imperfectly sketched, and the long services herendered 
-country.; and to recall to memory the dignity with 
which he ever sustained his great office; the courtesy, not 
less sincere than graceful, which he extended to all who 


~came before him; the refined intelligence which illumi- 


nated his sensitive and expressive features, and the clear 
‘melodious voice which could be roused to tones of indig- 


«nation, but which never lent itself to the mean amuse- 


ment of sarcasm, and never knew the language -of 
rudeness. To those who heard and saw and knew these 


“things it may well seem that one of its brightest stars 


has fallen from the judicial firmament; nor can it be 
wondered at if they feel the loss with the poignancy of 


-@ personal bereavement. 





JUDICATURE REFORM. 
“Tue letter addressed by Lord Selborne to the late 


. Lord Chief Justice (which, since it has escaped from its 


intended privacy, we may be excused for referring 
to) marks a new step in the course of judicial re- 
form; and we may with reasonable probability expect 
that the change proposed, and for the development of 
which the vacancy caused by the death of the Chief 
Justice affords so remarkably favourable an opportunity, 
will be sanctioned and approved by the council of judges 
which is shortly to meet. Ever since the Judicature 
Act of 1873 the prospect of a farther consolidation of the 
courts has no doubt been always present to the minds of 
those who have thought at all upon the subject ; andthe 
death of the late Chief Baron - furnished an opportunity 
‘for its partial realization which we could hardly think 
would be neglected. The recent event, in other respects 
so much to be regretted, expands that opportunity into 


-an imperative demand for action ; and it is a matter to 


be rejoiced at that the occasion has fallen into the hands 
of the most sincere and the most successful of law re- 
——o ait that he is supported by men of too much 
ypublic s to embarrass him by pressing their own 
claims to preferment, 





We may then, perhaps, assume that the 
third, and fourth of the present Divisions 
High Court of Justice will shortly cease to 
separate existence, or rather that the two 
merge in the first ; and though a certain feeling of 
may arise at what seems the disappearaace of such ancient 
and historical institutions, the regret will hardly go 


fel |* 
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| beyond a sigh when it is remembered that the institu- 


tion, had in effect some time since expired, and that all 
that was left to part with was the name. Under such 
circumstances we may be content to see history return- 
ing on its steps, and re-constituting under more favourable 
conditions an Aula Regis, destined some day, perhaps, 
to occupy a still wider sphere of action. : 

But it is not only the nominal and idle distribution of the 
judicial staff of which the public is weary ; it is weary of 
Divisional Courts, which have lost all the old splendour and 
prestige of the courts in banc, and exist only to harass the 
suitor and to perplex the transaction of business. The 
bench of three judges, strengthened on important occa- 
sions to four,- which formed the old tribunal, has 
long since ceased to exist in theory, and oniy lingers in a 
curtailed form here and there in practice. The Divisional 
Court now consists of two judges, and no mortal man 
would say, if privately asked, that‘he would for any of 
the matters ordinarily transacted before them, prefertwo 
judges to one; unless indeed his hopes in some pending 
case rested on the probability of creating a division of 
opinion. To put the matter from another point of view ; 
the judges of the Chancery Division sit alone; will any one 
venture to assert that he would be more content, say, with 
the combined judgment of Vice-Chancellor Malins and 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon than with the single decision of 
either of them? ‘If, then, in kindred matters mo one 
desires to establish a double-seated tribunal in Lineoln’s- 
inn, whaé-folly is it to suppose that such a tribunal mast 
be retained at Westminster; or is the element of place 
really so important that we need to have this disparity 
in the administration of justice exhibited to our eyes 
in the Royal Courts of Justice before we cah makeup 
our minds to put an end to the distinction ? : 

If'this matter were brought to the test of detail, it 
would be found, we venture to affirm, that there is:no 
business now taken by the Divisional Courts that could 
not, with propriety, be relegated either to single judges 
or tothe Court of Appeal. If by such a redistribution 
of work it became necessary to strengthen the Court of 
Appeal, it would be far better, and in the main far 
cheaper, to the community to do so than to continue a sys- 
tem by which the judges are inconvenienced and no one 
is pleased. It is a point which higher powers will decide, 
but we would venture the suggestion that if the: proposal 
which Lord Selborne now makes be adopted, its execution 
should be delayed until some further re-arrangement of 
the business can be made, which will remove some of the 
scars and blots which the Judicature Act partly allowed 
to remain in the judicial system, and partly, by its im- 
perfect amendment, introduced; and which the rules 
since made have, in several instances, inflamed and 
aggravated. We cannot, on the present opportunity, 
hope to see all done that needs to be done. But surely 
so much may be done as to make it easy, at some future 
time, and with the help of further experience, to com- 
plete that system of which the Judicature Acts traced 
the first rude and imperfect outlines, 
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In the case of Lysaght v. Magrath, on the 18th inst, 
an Irish legal journal, Chatterton, V.C., remarked ‘that 
was of opinion that counsel were not sufficieatly pai 
was very easy to raisea inst counsel for not 
ing in court till the of any particular case 
they might happen to be retained; but the fact 
bering regard te the amount of remuneration they 
it would be unreasonable to expect them tode se. If 
were properly paid they might afford to do that, bat so 
as they were paid as they were at present they could not 


expected to do it. 


Hite 


zh 





SI oes 








68 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Nov. 27, 1880, 








THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 


Tuese returns continue to show a decrease in the total. 


number of the criminal classes at large, but in the 
number of known thieves and depredators there is an 
increase equal to four per cent. as compared with the 
numbers shown on the last return. There is a decrease 
in the number of indictable offences reported by the 
police, but in the number of persons for trial at assizes 
and sessions there is a trifling increase. In 1879 there 
were 34 convictions for murder as against only 20 in 
the previous year. 
Potice. 


The numbers of the police and constabulary force in 
England and Wales show an increase of 374 over 
those of last year. In 1879 the total number of the 

ice force was 31,047, consisting of 4 commissioners 
and assistant commissioners, 4 district and inspecting 
superintendents in the metropolis, 56 chief constables of 
counties, 163 head constables of boroughs, 521 super- 
intendents, 1,299 inspectors, 2,983 serjeants, 25,129 
constables, 386 additional constables, and 502 detective 
officers. 

The total number gives one for every 731 of the 
population according to the census of 1871, or one for 
every 812 of the population estimated for the middle of 
the year. Ten years ago the proportion was one police 
officer for 844 of the estimated population. During 
these ten years there has been an addition of 5,150 to 
the numbers of the police. 

The costs of the police and constabulary in 1879 was 
£3,058,671 as against £2,980,592 in the previous year. 
The amount was experded as follows :—£2,361,987 
in salaries and pay; £71,363 in allowances and 
contingent expenses ; £177,353 in clothing and accoutre- 
ments; £113,257 in superannuations and gratuities; 
£49,466 in horses, harness, and forage; £243,804 in 
buildings, station-house charges, printing, and stationery 
and £41,441 in other miscellaneous charges. The pro- 
portion of this expense which was borne by the Govern- 
ment was £1,209,734, and the balance, amounting to 
£1,848,937, was provided by those who retained the 
“ special services” of the police, and from local sources. 

In addition to the superannuation allowances before 
mentioned, the following amounts were paid out of the 
superannuation funds of the different forces—viz., bor- 
oughs, £39,741 ; counties, £53,156 ; metropolitan police, 
£36,763 ; and city of London, £9,211; making a total 
of £138,871. Thus the whole superannuation allow- 
ances of the police for 1879 amounted to £252,128, being 
£16,061 more than in 1878. It should be added that 
the superannuation funds are formed from deductions 
from pay, stoppages, and fines. 

Each man cost on an average £98 10s. 4d., being 
£1 6s. 11d. more than the average of last year. Ten 
years ago the average was £81 14s, 10d. 


Tue Crimiat CuassEs, 

The returns as to the number of derredators, offend- 
ers, and suspected persons at large do not include 
those who have been living honestly for one year at 
least subsequently to their discharge after conviction. 
During the year these classes, including known thieves 
and depredators, receivers of stolen goods and sus- 
pected persons, numbered 41,048, of whom 5,579 were 
under the age of sixteen years. In the previous year 
the number was 40,626, of whom 5,683 were under that 
age. Ten years ago the total number was 54,249. The 
decrezse in these classes in the metropolitan police dis- 
trict alone amounts to 5°1 per cent. on the number of 
the previous year. The total number of the criminal 
classes including those at large was 73,817, consisting of 
17,553 in local prisons, 10,378 in convict prisons and 
4,838 in reformatories ; the total is an increase of 325 
over the number for 1878, It should be observed that 
ten years ago the total number of the criminal classes 
was 13,210 more than it is at present. 





The number of indictable offences committed’ in 
1879 was 52,447, being 1,618 less than in 1878. In 
respect of these offences 23,658 persons were apprehended,. 
which is a decrease of 404 from the previous year. 
The apprehensions in 1879 are in the proportion of 45°1 
per cent. to the number of crimes committed as against 
44'5 per cent. in 1878 and 50°06 per cent ten years ago, 

The persons apprehended, when brought before the 
magistrates, were disposed of as follows: 

Discharged for want of evidence . - 5,293 


93 for want of prosecution - 1,405 

* on bail for further appear- 
ance, if required ° . : - 128 
Bailed to appear for trial ° ° - 1,519 


Committed for want of sureties . é 44 
Committed for trial ! : 15,269 





23,658 

It appears from this that the number of persons ap— 
prehended being 45°1 per cent. of the number of crimes 
committed, and that out of the number apprehended 
28°9 per cent. being discharged by the magistrates,. 
no punishment whatever is awarded in respect of more 
than half the crimes committed, and that only about 65- 
per cent. of those persons apprehended (being in the 
proportion of 32°3 per cent. of the number of offences) 
are committed or bailed for trial. 

The principal offences enumerated as having beer 
committed in 1879 are 148 murders, 60 attempts at 
murder, 754 cases of shooting at, wounding, stabbing, 
&c., 234 cases of manslaughter, 112 of concealment of 
birth, 2,930 of burglary, 2,367 of housebreaking, and 
36,562 larcenies. There were 159 murders in 1878, and 
254 cases of manslaughter, showing in both instances a. 
decrease in 1879, and in all crimes accompanied by 
violence there is an appreciable decrease from the number 
of the previous year. 

Under the head of summary proceedings before magis- 
trates, it appears that 641,038 persons were proceeded: 
against, and that 506,281 were convicted, the remaining 
134,757 being discharged. The total number convicted 
shows a decrease of 31,951; but in the previous 
year there was an increase of 18,393. Ten years ago 
the total number of persons proceeded against was 
517,875, and the convictions 372,707. 

Among the penalties inflicted in respect of these 
506,281 summary convictions we find that 103,890 persons 
were imprisoned for periods varying from 14 days and 
under to 6 months and upwards, or were sent to reforma- 
tories or industrial schools; 341,946 were fined; 1,317 
were whipped ; 16,781 were ordered to find sureties or to 
enter into recognizances ; 3,232 were delivered up to tlte 
army or navy; and 39,115 had other punishments. 
awarded them. The numbers committed to prison and 
to reformatory and industrial schools are in the propor- 
tion of 20°5 per cent. to the total number convicted in 
1879, as against 19°8 per cent. in 1878. 

The total number of persons apprehended for indic- 
table offences, and of those summarily proceeded against 
was 664,696, and of this number we find that 18,336 
were known thieves ; 42,628 were suspicious characters ;. 
301,780 were of previous good character, and the character 
of 215,964 was unknown. 

In the year 1879, the number of appeals to quarter 
sessions was 152 as against 154 in 1878. In 87 of these 
cases the conviction was affirmed, and in the remainder 
quashed, There was, therefore, one appeal for every 
5,237 cases, and one reversal of judgment for every 
12,571 convictions. 

Inquests. 


Coroners’ returns show the tumber of inquests held 
during the year to have been 27,056, being 572 less than 
in the previous year, Verdicts of murder were returned 
in 153 cases, and of manslaughter in 149; the cases of 
suicide were 1,941, and there were 10,787 verdicts of 
accidental death. The return of the ages of the persons. 
on whom inquests were held shows that out of the total: 
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of 27,056 deaths, 8,522 were children of the age of seven 
years and under, of whom 3,723 were females, and 
that 4,749 were above the age of 60 years. Of the 


children 7 years old and under, 15°0 per cent. are said 


to have been illegitimate. 

The expense of holding inquests amounted to 
£86,333 1s. 7d., being an average of £3 3s. 9d. for each 
inquest ; in 1878 the total was £89,290 15s, 9d., and 
the average £3 4s, 7d. Ten years ago the average cost of 
each inquest was £3 2s. 9d., and since that time the 
lowest average has been £2 18s. 11d. in 1875, and the 
highest £3 5s. 3d. in 1877, 





REVIEWS. 


EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 


A Compsenpium or tHE Law Retatine To Execurtors 
AND ADMINISTRATORS, WITH AN APPENDIX oF SraruTss 
ANNOTATED BY Means oF REFERENCES TO THE TEXT. 
By W. Grecory Watxer, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Haynes. 

In this admirably printed volume, Mr. Walker has 
attempted to condense a very wide subject into a com- 
paratively small compass. His general scheme of 
arrangement is good. Dealing first with the creation of 
the office of executor, he next considers who are capable 
and incapable of being executors or administrators ; 
renunciation by executors; devolution of the office of 
executor, and grants of probate. He then passes to 
letters of administration, which occupy many chapters. 
Subsequently he treats of the powers, duties, and liabili- 
ties of executors and administrators ; their accounts and 
indemnity, and the close of the office of executor or 
administrator ; and the concluding chapter deals with 
the executor de son tort. 

The extent of the subject is sufficiently indicated by 
this bare outline of the leading divisions adopted, and 
it is not at all surprising that in compressing it into a 
large type volume of only 27% pages (excluding appendix 
and index) the author should have been compelled to 
deal rather cursorily with many branches of the subject, 
not merely of historical or antiquarian interest, but of 
great practical utility. As fair warning is given, both by 
the title of the Look and in the preface, of the intention 
of the author to treat his subject compendiously, no 
reasonable exception can be taken to brevity, provided 
the reader is furnished with all the points of importance 
connected with the subject. It is sometimes possible to 
state, in a few words, the result of much consideration 
and extensive knowledge. Mr. Walker's brevity is, too 
often, not of this type. For instance, the important 
subject of charging executors with interest on balances 
unnecessarily retained uninvested, is disposed of in a 
page anda half. We defy anyone, however accurate 
and extensive may be his acquaintance with the cases, 
to condense within this compass the rules which have 
been laid down on this difficult and obscure question so 
as to furnish an outline of any practical;value. We regret 
to say that the outline given in this book is neither com- 
plete nor accurate. As regards completeness, it is only 
necessary to say that all the information vouchsafed 
as to the question of when compound interest will 
be charged is contained in about two lines on p. 
229, As regards accuracy, we may refer to these two 
lines as an illustration. They state that “compound 
interest will only be given against an accounting party 
when he has employed money in business.” Surely the 
author cannot be unaware of the cases in which it has 
been held that compound interest will be charged against 
a trustee or executor who, notwithstanding an express 
direction in the will to accumulate the income, keeps 
trust funds in hand without endeavouring to invest 
them—cases which were recognized by Lord Selborne in 
Vyse v. Foster (23 W. R. 355, L, R. 7 H. L., at p. 346). 





Mr. Walker has no doubt followed the head-note to 
the singular rt of Burdick v. Garrick which 
appeared in the Law Reports (L. R. 5 Ch. 233), in 
which it is said (exactly in Mr. Walker's words) that 
*‘compound interest will only be given against an 
accounting party when he has employed the money in 
business.” But Mr. Walker ought to know, what the 
rest of the legal world by this time pretty well. knows, 
that the head-notes in the Zaw Reports are. sometimes 
very curious productions, apparently written under some 
special inspiration unconnected with the judgment in 
the case reported. 

On another point Mr. Walker has allowed himself to 
be be misled by this head-note to Burdick v. Garrick. He 
says, referring to that case, “In a recent case, where 
there was no proof that a person in a fiduciary 
position had made any interest or profit on money. in his 
hands, he was charged with interest at five per cent., the 
court presuming the rate of interest made to be the 
ordinary rate of interest—namely (as it was said), five 
per cent.” The words in italics are taken verbatim 
from the reporter’s head-note; but if Mr. Walker had 
looked at p. 237 of the report, he would have found it 
stated in argument, and not denied, that the money 
had been employed by the fiduciaries in their business, 
and had been mixed up with partnership funds; and he 
would have seen that Lord Hatherley, in his observations 
as to the court presuming the rate of interest made upon 
the money to be the ordinary rate—viz., five per cent.— 
must have been referring to interest upon trust moneys 
employed in trade. If Mr. Walker had also referred 
to the report of the case in the Wesexty Reporrer 
(vol. 18, 288), he would have found the key both to 
this question of the employment of trust funds in trade 
and to Lord Justice Giffard’s perplexing observations as 
reported in the Zaw Reports. What the Lord Justice 
really said was that “‘if an executor has made use of 
the money in trade, he must be presumed to have made 
five per cent.” 

This reproduction of head-notes, without regard to the 
question of whether they accurately represent the 
doctrine laid down in the case, is, by no means, confined 
to the instances we have cited. On the next page 
(p. 230) we are told that “ the court will not charge an 
executor who has been guilty of delay in accounting with 
interest on arrears of income unpaid by him.” This is 
exactly what.the reporter says in his head-note to Blogg 
v. Johnson (L. R. 2 Ch. 225). But what did Lord 
Chelmsford say in that case? Why, that itis “im- 
material how the sum [which has been retdined by the 
executor uninvested] has arisen, whether from a legacy, 
or a distributive share, or a residue, or the arrears of 
income. In the latter case the claim for interest is not 
made on account of the arrears, but for the improper keep- 
ing back of a sum of money, from w source derived, 
which the executor or the trustee ought to have paid 
over.” 

These are instances of too hasty consideration of cases, 
and they might be greatly multiplied. But there are 
worse faults in the book. On p. 233 Mr. Walker says 
that “an executor in India is entitled here, out of defer- 
ence to the practice of the Indian courts, to a commis- 
sion of five per cent. on all assets of a testator collected 
by him there.” It would appear that Mr. Walker is 
not aware of the alteration effected in the Indian law by 
Act 2 of 1874, under which Administrators-General of 
Bengal, Madras, and Bombay are appointed, and which 
provides (by section 56) that no other person than the 
Administrator-General shall a — any com- 
mission or agency charges for anything done as executor 
or administrator under any probate or letters of adminis- 
tion granted by the High Courts or district courts. It 
cannot be doubted that, as the practice of the Court of 
Chancery in allowing a commission of five per cent. to an 
executor in India was expressly based on the abolished 
practice of the Indian courts, the commission will no 
longer be allowed by the Chancery Division. Attention 
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‘was drawn to the matter in an article in this journal 
two years ago, and the Administrator-General of 
us the honour to enclose our article 
to the Secretary of the Government of India, with 
a letter requesting that the advice of the law 
officers should be obtained as to the illegality of the 
practice of executors and administrators in India re- 


entirely accorded with our view; and in compliance with 

his recommendation, a copy of the correspondence ‘was 

sent to the Secretary of State for India, with a request 

that he would bring the matter to the notice of the 

Chancery Division of the High Court in any case which 

might arise as to the allowance of commission to private 
administering estates in India. 

We might add other instances of inaccuracies which 
we have observed in Mr. Walker’s book, but the 
task is notan agreeableone. We cannot commend the 
work as very reliable, but it may be useful as giving 
references to a large number of recent cases, and as a 
manual in which to note up fresh cases. 





EXTRADITION PROCEDURE, 


Procenpvre D'Exrrapirrion er Resume ves TRaAtres 
ACTUELLEMENT EN VicvER, Concivus PAR LE GOUVERN- 
MENT DE SA Maseste Brirannique PAR LA FRANCE ET LA 
Bevereve avec tes Avurres Puissances. Par C. E. 
Howarp Vincent. Hachette & Cie. 


The origin of this manual is given in the preface, 
which, like the rest of the book, isin French. It appears 
that the Home Secretary recently asked the Director of 
Criminal Investigations to prepare for the police authorities 
in the United Kingdom a circular explaining the pro- 
eedure in case of a demand for extradition made to them 
by, or made by them from, a foreign Government. In 
consequence of representations which have been made of 
the value to foreign nations of a translation of this 
circular, the Home Secretary has authorized its publica- 
tion in French. The first part of the book contains an 
extremely concise and clear account of the procedure 
to obtain extradition of a fugitive in the United King- 
dom, with forms of orders. We have rarely met with a 
better set of practical instructions. Take, for instance, 
the statement of the three questions which arise with 
reference to the crime in respect of which extradition is 
demanded. Is the crime alleged of a political nature? 
Is it, according to English legislation, one for which 
extradition can be demanded? And would the evidence 
of guilt furnished in support of the demand for extradi- 
tion justify the sending of the accused before a jury, if 
the crime alleged had been committed in England ? 
Each of these questions is carefully discussed, and upon 
the last Mr. Vincent says :-— 

“Pour cette question il est 4 remarquer que le sys- 
téme anglais différe complétement de celui qui est 
adopté en France et en Belgique. Dans ces deux pays, 
Yexamen effectué, soit par l’administration, soit par le 
pouvoir judiciare, porte seulement sur le point de savoir 
si le prévenu est réguli¢rement poursuivi dans le pays 
requérant; la question de culpabilité est laissée en 
debors de la cause, et )’accusé n’a point 4 se défendre 
@avoir commis Vinfraction qui lui est imputée. Dans 
la Grande-Bretagne, au contraire, l'examen porte sur le 
fond méme du proces criminel. Le tribunal appiécie 
les preuves de culpabilité fournies 4 l’appui de la de- 
mande. Il exerce un jurisdiction semblable 4 celle qui 
est attribuée, en France, 41a Chambre des mises en ac- 
eusation de la Cour d’appel; comme elle, il examine s’il 


_ existe contre le prévenu des preuves ou des indices d’un 


crime prévu par la loi, et si ces preuves et ces indices 
sont assez graves pour que la mise en accusation soit 

. Mais, 4) inverse de la chambre francaise des 
mises en accusation, le tribunal anglais juge en audience 


publique, et aprés evoir entendu le prévenu et les témoins 
cites par le ious et par Taceusation,” 





Similar particulars are given, with equal clearness, as to 
the mode to be adopted in France, Belgium, and Holland ; 
and subsequently some interesting details are added as 
to the process adopted to discover the whereabouts of a 
fugitive criminal from a foreign country who is supposed 
to be within the jurisdiction of the metropolitan police, 
The Director, we are told, transmits warning by tele- 
graph to all the divisions of police; this is accomplished 
in a quarter of an hour. There is in operation a system of 
sending wood engravings of the portrait of the criminal 
to all the police stations in the United Kingdom ; and 
the Director says that this plan has been found to be 
quite as effective as photography, more rapid, and less 
costly. The specimens of wood-cut portraits given in 
the book are certainly very characteristic. As the Direc. 
tor remarks, when 40,000 police agents are furnished 
with the criminal’s portrait, it becomes almost impossible 
for him to escape from justice. In the appendix to the 
work all the extradition treaties are given in full. 





NURSERY RHYMES FOR LEGAL BABES. 


Leaping Cases Mave Easy: a Senection oF LeapInc 
Cases In THE Common Law, witH Nores, By W. 
Suretey Suretey, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Shirley seeks to arrest the attention of law 
students by tickliug their fancy. By way of rendering 
the study of the law “less dry and repulsive,” he makes 
his statement of cases facetious and familiar. For 
instance, he gives Burkmire v. Darnell as follows :— 


“ Lightfinger wanted somebody to lend hima horse ; but 
who would lend Lightfinger a horse? He was so suspicious 
a character that everybody he applied to remarked “ Walker,” 
which he thought not a particularly appropriate reply to one 
who aspired to be a rider. At last he got the weak side of 
one Darnell, who head no horses himself, but knew some 
persons who had, To one of these persons, named Burkmire, 
Darnell went, and with many expressions of confidence 
undertook to be responsible for Lightfinger’s bringing safely 
back any horse that Burkmire might intrust with him. On the 
faith of this undertaking—a verbal one, of course—Burkmire 
let Lightfinger have one of the best horses in his stable, and 
that gentleman rode away, and as there were neither railways, 
nor telegraphs, nor police in 1700, neither he nor the horse 
were ever heard of again. This being the state of ‘the game, 
Burkmire played the only card that was left him: he sued 
the surety, This card, however, did not eager the tramp 
he anticipated. He found to his cost that he ought to have 
taken Darnell’s promise in writing. The Statute of Frauds 
says that ‘a promise to answer for the debt, default, or 
miscarriage of another person ’ must be in writing, and it was 
precisely that promise which Darnell had made by word of 
mouth. So he went away a sadder and a wiser man.” 


We suppose there must be law students who find 
it easier to remember cases done up in the style of Joe 
Miller than cases as stated in Smith’s Leading Cases ; if 
so, Mr. Shirley will earn the position of a benefactor to 
the race. We confess, however, that we prefer his notes, 
which are often sensible and shrewd. 





PARTNERSHIP, 


A Dicesr or tue Law or Pantnensatr. By Frepenicx 
Portock, Barrister-at-Law. Szconp Epirion. Stevens 
& Sons, 

We are glad to see a new edition of this carefully and 
skilfully constructed Digest. Mr. Pollock has added, in 
an appendix, the Partnership Bill of last session as 
amended in Committee, which he says obtained the 
general, though unofficial, approval of the Board of 
Trade. The recent decisions have been added to the 
Digest, among them being, of course, the decisions on 
Bovill’s Act. We are a little surprised that Mr, Pollock 
should have contented himself with a simple statement 
of the facts in Pooley v. Driver and Ku parte Delhasse, 
by way of “ illustrations” to section 1 of the Act, without 
pointing out (except as to the necessity for signature of 
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the “contract in writing”) the effect of those decisions 


-upon the construction of the Act. For instance, it would 


be desirable for the reader to know that the money must 
not be advanced for;the purposes of the business, but as 
@ personal loan to the trader. And we think that an 
outline of the provisiong which may be safely stipulated 
for by the lender under the’Act would have been more 
valuable than the mere statement of the facts of the 
cases. As regards other parts of the book, we have no 
— qualify the praise we bestowed on the first 
mn. 


BANKRUPTCY. 

Tue Princietes or BaNkRUPTCY, WITH AN APPENDIX 
ConraInIne THE GENERAL Ruies, 1870, 1871, 1873, 
anv 1878; a Scatz or Costs, anp THE Bunts or SALE 
Act, 1878. By Ricnarp Rivewoop, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


We have delayed too long our notice of this useful 
little book. In about a hundred pages Mr. Ringwood 
gives a well-arranged summary of bankruptcy law, 
referring to the leading cases. The work may, with 
advantage, be placed in the hands of students before 
they undertake their Robson. The index appears to need 
some amendment’; we fail, for instance, to find any head 
“Distress for Rent.” ‘The Bills of Sale Act, 1878, is 
summarized in the text, and given in full in an appendix. 





EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 1880. 


Tue Ewptovers’ Lianmiry Act, 1880. By Horace 
Sarru, Esq.; Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


This little pamphlet is published by way of supplement 
to Mr, Horace Smith’s treatise on the Law of Negligence, 
which we noticed a short time ago. The introduction 
contains some useful hints to anyone entering upon the 

of the text of the statute. Mr. Smith calls 
attention to the very curious phraseology employed in 
various parts of the Act, but he very wisely refrains from 
expressing a decided opinion as to the solution which 
may be hereafter given by the courts to the verbal 
enigmas propounded by the Legislature in some of the 
sections. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE SHORT-COMINGS OF COLLECTIONS OF 
CONVEYANCING PRECEDENTS, 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Perhaps you will permit me to make some re- 
marks on the above subject generally. The observations 
of yourself, at p. 41, and your correspondent, at p. 46, 
related tc leases only, and observations cn the same 
subject were made by correspondents in one or more 
numbers of the last volume. The reason why so few 
forms of leases have hitherto been given is stated, I 
think in Martin’s Conveyancing, to be that drafts of 


‘this class do not generally find their way into a convey- 


ancer’s chambers. Few forms were given in that collec- 
tion, and in the 2nd edition of vol. 5, part 1, of Davidson’s 


‘Conveyancing founded thereon, but in the 3rd edition of 


Davidson the number is increased; and there is a fair 


‘mumber given in Key and Elphinstone’s Conveyancing ; 


but in no work with which I am acquainted is there a 
good form of house lease, fair as between both landlord 


and tenant, The forms in Davidson are, I think, all 


landlord’s leases, and I venture to think no solicitor, 


acting for a lessee, would approve such forms; the 


jo ym modifying as to repairs, damage by fire an 

dents and suspension of rent. In these respects, 
one form in Prideaux's Conveyancing is more favourable 
phinstone there are 





sion-of rent, and the clause on this subject is-one I have 
certainly never seen used. That the books are no guides 
to solicitors in settling a draft lease on behalf of an 
intending tenant is shown by the great difference there 
is in the clauses they use for this purpose, each solicitor 
apparently having a clause of his own framing. The 
forms of house leases want revising, and the editors ofthe 
various collections should, in revising them, bear in mind 
that the tenant almost always objects (1) to repair the 
main timbers, walls, roof, and outside parts; (2) to 
make good damage caused by fire, tempest, or accident ; 
(3) to insure ; and (4) to pay rent during the time eecu- 
pied in repairing. That all these matters are thrown on 
the tenant in the stock forms is a cause of considerable 
annoyance and trouble to solicitors acting for lessees. 

I have often thought how much better the wants of 
solicitors were supplied years ago by Bythewood’s Con- 
veyancing—a perfect mine, whether as regards forms, 
or the law bearing thereon. In these days we have 
nothing at all approaching it for general usefulness. 
Extensive as the work was, Sweet's Index afforded a 
ready means of finding anything the book contained. 
The work was, I suspect, killed by Davidson’s Convey- 
ancing—which, however, does not cover neatly the same 
ground—and it is probably too late to hope that any new 
edition will be published. In the absence of such an 
edition the new work, “‘Key and Elphinstone’s Con- 
veyancing,” may readily be made of considerable value 
to the profession. It contains a very large collection of 
forms, but many additions will be required before it gan 
take the piace of the collections at present in use; some 
additional forms being required under such head- 
ings as Agreements, Conveyances, Leases, Mortgages, 
and Settlements. It would add very considerably to the 
value of the work for practical purposes if more notes 
could be given. A reference under each form to similar 
forms to be found in other collections, and to the law 
bearing on the forms, would be a most useful addition. 
The space thus occupied would be very little, and the 
saving of time very great. Personally, I am accustomed 
to consult several forms, if they can be found, before 
settling a draft, and the time occupied in i 
could generally be better employed. As regards the 
notes on the law, I suppose most men turn to the form 
book to ascertain whether it gives a note of cases bear- 
ing cn the form. I do, and should think my book much 
more valuable if, for instance, under the covenant in a 
lease not to “do any act which may be ¢ nuisance, 
annoyance, &c.,” a note was given from which I could 
gather what meaning had, by decision, been given to 
these words—and so under other forms. These additions 
would not be difficult to make, and there could be no 
doubt as to their value. 

Of one class of forms the books seem to have taken 
little notice—I refer to those relating to perpetual rent- 
charges reserved on conveyances of building land, 
common in several counties. Following the custom in 
other counties of creating ground-rents and improved 
rents, the first owner sells the land in consideration of 
a rent.charge, and the purchaser re-sells in consideration 
of second or improved rent-charges, payable to him- 
self. The land and the rent-charges become the subject 
of conveyance, mortgage, settlement, &o., and of course 
require suitable conveyancing forms. Having regard to 
the large extent of land subject to these rent- 
and to the increasing number of the districts in 
this mode of dealing with land is becoming common, it 
might reasonably have been expected that the standard 
books of forms would have supplied the wants of soli- 
citors in these districts, but the fact is otherwise, and 
“office forms” have to be used, with their attendant 
disadvantages. It is true that Prideaux's Conveyancing 
contains some forms of the class referred to—mere, in 
fact, than any other work—but the collection is mot 
complete. If Messrs, Key and Riphinstone would 
supply this want, they would add stil further to the 
utility of their work. Country Soxrcrron. 
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CONVEYANCERS Maer COURT AND THEIR 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The question of fees proper to be paid to the 
conveyancing counsel appointed by the court would 
appear to be an unsettled one. In matters coming before 
the court, in which solicitors are ordered to put their 
papers before one of its conveyancing counsel, it would be 
more satisfactory to the profession that the amount of 
fees to be paid to such counsel should be definitely 
settled. 

In two recent matters which have occurred to myself 
(and in which I have been referred to two different counsel) 
the counsel have charged a higher fee (in one case three 
guineas and in the other two guineas) than that allowed 
by the taxing-master. With regard to abstracts, the scale 
allowed by the taxing-masters is one guinea for six sheets 
of eight folios each, and fees based on this scale I have on 
both occasions marked, but counsel has refused to deliver 
up the papers without being paid one guinea for every five 
sheets, ignoring the fact that there were several sheets of 
parcels of three or four folios each; and these fees, in 
order to get back my papers, I have been obliged to pay. 
It is superfluous to remark that any attempt to induce 
counsel to refund the difference disallowed has proved 
futile. 

It seems, therefore, that a barrister occupying the 
position of a court conveyancer is allowed to estimate the 
value of his own abilities and compel the payment thereof, 

e result being a loss to the client, or more frequently 
to the solicitor. I believe the subject of these fees was 
some time since under judicial observation, but nothing 
definite resulted. 

I would suggest, inasmuch as these conveyancers are 
officers appointed by the court to transact its business, 
that the Lord Chancellor or Vice-Chancellors should fix 
the amount of their remuneration, so that there should 
be uniformity in the matter. 


London. A Souicrror. 





PRECEDENTS OF LEASES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—I agree that we are badly off for precedents of 
leases. 

What would be most useful, perhaps, would be a set 
of skeleton forms, with a collection of clauses, from 
which those appropriate to the case in hand might be 
se . 
After making full allowance for so much adherence to 
forms now in use as would secure the benefit of reported 
decisions on particular expressions, there will remain 
room for much improvement in the wording. 

The order, as well as the wording, of the clauses also 
admits of advan us revision. In general, a lease 
now presents but a jumbled collection of provisions. 

By such improvements the parties chiefly concerned 
would be very much helped to understand their re- 
spective rights and duties. As things stand, I believe 
your correspondent is right in assuming that even 
solicitors do not, as a rule, fully realize the situation 
created by an ordinary repairing lease for twenty-one 
years. Certainly the lay lessee does not. What lay 
lessee, for example (unless he has been taught by expe- 
rience), understands that he must be prepared to deliver 
up the premises on the last day of his term fit for imme- 
diate occupation by a successor ? Lesszz, 





In a case heard before Mr. Justice Grove on Monday last, 
plaintiff appeared in person, because, as he informed Mr. 
Q.C., at the commencement of his cross-examination, 
never employed counsel ; he did not think anything of 
pe and always Boy his own a He er 
equal aversion e medical profession, which had 
prevented his seeking their aid. ; 
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REMOVAL OF TRUSTEE IN BANKRUPTCY—DISCRETION OF* 
Court—Banxkruptcy Act, 1869, s. 83, Sun-sEction 4—~. 
ApprgaL—Locus StanpI.—In a case of Ex parte Sheard, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 18th inst., a question. 
arose with regard to the power given to the court to remove 
a trustee in bankruptcy, by sub-section 4 of section 83 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, the power being ‘‘on cause 
shown.” At the meeting of the creditors, at which the 
trustee was chosen, it was stated that he was an accountant ;. 
he was in fact a bookkeeper, at a salary of 45s. a week, in 
the office of a newspaper of which the editor was a son of 
the bankrupt. The son was not one of the creditors, but it 
was at his request that the bookkeeper consented to act as 
trustee. It was alleged that after his appointment the trustee 
had taken no steps to examine the bankrupt or to realize the 
assets. On the application of some of the creditors, which 
‘was supported by other creditors who had voted for the ap-- 
pointment of the trustee, the registrar ordered his removal, 
and this decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal 
(JesszL, M.R., and James and Lusu, L.JJ.). Jessen, M.8., 
said that the power given to the court was a discretionary 
one, but it must be exercised according to law, and the Court. 
of Appeal would not interfere if it had been so exercised. The 
removal must be upon good cause shown, and the registrar: 
had come to the conclusion that sufficient cause had been 
shown. No doubt his conclusion was to a great extent an 
inference from the facts, but what the Court of Appeal had 
to consider was whether the inference had been fairly drawn. 
His lordship thought the right course was to affirm the 
registrar’s decision. The question then arose, upon an 
appeal of which the removed trustee had given notice before 
the registrar’s order for his removal, whether, after that 
order had been made and affirmed, he could sustain the 
appeal. The appeal was from an order of the registrar 

itting a proof against the bankrupt’s estate, and the new 
trustee who had been appointed had taken no steps to 
prosecute the appeal. The court held that the removed 
trustee had no locus standi, but they ordered the hearing of 
the appeal to stand over for a fortnight, in order to give the 
creditors opportunity of prosecuting it, if they should think 
fit.—Soricrrors, Harper, Broad, & Battcock; John: 
Andrews ; S. Toppin. 


Mortcaczk — ATTORNMENT CLAUSE — BANKRUPTCY OF' 
MortreacoR—FixturEs.—In the case of Ex parte Punnett, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 18th inst., the question 
arose whether two attornment clauses under two mortgages - 
of the same property to different mortgagees can have a 
valid operation at the same time, or whether the second in 
point of time is not wholly inoperative so long as the- 
tenancy created by the first is subsisting. Two mortgages 
(by way of underlease) were executed by the tenant of a: 
leasehold public-house to different mortgagees, the one in 
April, 1877, the other in February, 1878. Hach mortgage 
contained a clause by which the mortgagor attorned tenant 
to the mortgagee at a yearly rent equal to a year’s interest 
on the mortgage debt, the attornment being expressed to be 
“ for the purpose of better securing the punctual payment of* 
the interest,” and the rent being made payable in the one case 
quarterly and in the other half-yearly. In each case there 
was provision enabling the mortgagee to enter and determine 
the tenancy without notice. The first mortgage, and the- 
fact that it was unsatisfied, were recited in the second. The 
fair letting value of the property exceeded the amount of the- 
two rents reserved, In July, 1879, the mortgagor filed a 
liquidation petition. In Augnst the first mortgagee distrained: 
on the chattels in the public-house for a quarter’s rent, In 
September the second mortgagee distrained for half-a-year’s- 
rent. Neither mortgagee had done anything to determine- 
the mortgagor’s — The trustee in the liquidation: 
claimed the amount of the second mortgagee’s distress, and 
Mr. Registrar Hazlitt decided that he was entitled to it, on 
the ground that, so long as the tenancy created by the first 
attornment was subsisting, it was “impossible that a valid: 
second tenancy of the property to another mortgagee could. 
be created, and that the second m ’s distress was 
therefore invalid. This decision was reversed by the Court. 
of Aj (Jesset, M.R., and James and Lusu, L.JJ.), who 
held that the second mortgagee was entitled toretain theamount 
of his distress. The court were in the first instance inclined: 









YU s wr Tr 


bah dd 


oO ee ee a a a a, ae 





Nov. 27, 1880. 






THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 13 











te take the same view as the registrar, but ultimately they 
held that the case was governed by ratio decidendi of the case 
of Morton v. Woods (16 W. R. 979, 17 W. R. 414, L. RB. 3 
-Q, B, 658, 4 Q. B. 293), in which the unanimous decision of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench was unanimously affirmed by 
the Exchequer Chamber. The question there was whether 
.@ distress levied under an attornment clause in a second 
mortgage was valid as against the assignees of the bankrupt 
mortgagor, the legal estate in the mortgaged property being 
‘in the first mortgagee, and the mortgagor having only an 
equitable estate at the date of the execution of the second 
mortgage. It was held that the distress was valid, on the 
ground that the mortgagor was estopped, by his ment 
with the second mortgagee that the relation of landlord and 
rtenant should be constituted, from setting up that they had 
no legal reversion, and that it was immaterial that the fact 
that the mortgagor had only an equity of redemption ap- 
speared on the face of the second mortgage deed. In that 
case the first mortgage deed contained no attornment clause. 
‘But JEsset, M.R., said that decided cases ought not to be 
frittered away, and there was no substantial distinction be- 
‘ween Morton v. Woods and the present case. If by a legal 
fiction the attornment to the second mortgagee would have 
-ereated the legal relation of landlord and tenant between 
himself and the mortgagor, could it make any difference that 
there had been a prior attornment by the mortgagor to a 
‘first mortgagee? If a mortgagor was entitled to create a 
tenancy by estoppel or guast-estoppel to his mortgagee, if 
the facts were ae known, there was nothing in law or good 
sense to prevent the same arrangement being made with 
more than one mortgagee, The transaction was good be- 
‘tween the parties, and, inasmuch as the sum of the two rents 
ereserved did not exceed the fair value of the property, there 
had been no fraud on the bankrupt law, and the trustee 
shad no title to impeach the transaction. 

Another curious question arose in this way. The 
‘frst mortgage contained no assignment of the fixtures 
in the public-house, and it was admitted that such fix- 
‘tures as were in the house when the first mortgage was 
-executed had passed to the mertgagee as part of the 
house. But it was contended that, as the tenancy created 
‘by theattornment had not been determined, the mortgagor 
‘would be entitled to remove any trade fixtures which 
the had attached to the house during his tenancy, and, 
-@onsequently, that they were the property of his trustee. 
‘The mortgagee, it was said, must take the tenancy for better, 
for worse ; he could not elect to take the benefit of the 
‘distress as landlord, and refuse to bear the burden of his 
‘tenant’s right to remove trade fixtures during the tenancy. 
“The court, however, held that this was not a sound argument. 
JesseL, M.R., thought that on this point the case was really 
governed by In re Stockton Iron Furnace Company (27 W. R. 
433, L. R. 10 Ch. D. 335). But, independently of that, he 
thought that, on principle, the contention could not be main- 
tained. The attorament was only for the purpose of better 
-securing the payment of the interest on the mortgage debt. 
‘It was an additional security for the interest, and the mort- 
gagee remained a mortgagee, though, for that purpose, he was 
made a landlord. He retained the same right to the fixtures 
as if there had been no attornment.—Soticitors, Hawks, 
Stokes, McEwan; Hindson, Miller, § Vernon. 


Covet or Bankruptcy —JvuRIsDICTION— BANKRUPTCY 
Acr, 1869, s, 72.—In a case of Ex parte Sherbrook, before 
the Court of Appeal on the 19th inst., the question arose 
whether the Court of Bankruptcy ought, under the circum- 
«stances, to exercise its extraordinary jurisdiction under section 
‘72 against a stranger to the bankruptcy. The courc (JEssEL, 
M.R., and James and Lusu, L.JJ.) held, that under the 
Circumstances of the case, the jurisdiction ought not to be 
-exercised. The only thing worthy of note is that JEssEL, 
M.R., expressed his entire concurrence in the rule as laid 
down by James, L.J., in Ex parte Brown (27 W. R. 651, 
LL, R.11 Ch. D. 148), that “where the trustee takes only 
that which the bankrapt himself would have taken, the 
matter should be left to the ordinary tribunals. But where, 
by the operation of the bankrupt law, the trustee claims b 
@ higher and better title than the bankrupt, the matter 
one which was intended to be dealt with by the Court of 
Seniovetg. -— Sesscrom, W. A, Crump § Son; Wilkins, 
Blyth, § Fanshawe. 





Powers oF ExEcuToR og ADMINISTRATOR—GRANT OF 
Leasz with Ricut or Pre-Emetion.—In a case of The 
Oceanic Steam Navigation Company v. Sutherberry, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 22nd inst., an important question arose 
as to the powers of an executor or administratorin dealing with 
leasehold estate of his testator or intestate. In 1873 an ad- 
ministrator granted to the plaintiffs an underlease, for twenty- 
one years, at an annual rent of £500, of property of which 
the intestate was the lessee for a longer term. under. 
lease contained aproviso giving the plaintiffs a right of preemp- 
tion of the original lease of the property, at any time during 
seven years, at the price of £6,500, three months’ notice to 
be given on either side. On the execution of the underlease 
the plaintiffs were let into possession, and they then pro- 
ceeded to lay out a large sum of money in buildings and im- 
provements. In 1878 they gave notice of their desire to 
exercise their right of purchase, The beneficiaries under 
the intestate objected to the completion of the pur- 
chase, and the action was brought against them and 
the administrator for the specific performance of the 
agreement. It was proved that the rent of £500 
was a very good one for the property when the underlease 
was granted, and that there had been a difficulty in finding 
atenant; that the £6,500 exceeded the amount of a valuation 
which had been made of the property with a view to selling 
it,and that it had been put up for sale before the grant of the 
underlease without any offer being made ; and it appeared that 
ifthe underlease had not been granted, the property would not 
at the expiration of the seven years have fetched more than 
£6,500. It appeared also that the plaintiffs would not have 
accepted the’underlease without the right of pre-emption. 
The court (JesseL, M.R., and James and Lusu, L.JJ.) 
thought the case one of extreme hardsbip on the plaintiffs, 
inasmuch as they bad greatly improved the property by their 
outlay. But they held that it was impossible to enforce 
specific performance of the agreement, on the ground that the 
adminstrator was really in the position of a trustee, and could 
not fetter the exercise of his power of sale at a future time 
by an agreement to sell at a price fixed at the date of the 
agreement. It would be a breach of trust to carry out the 
agreement, and therefore the court would not enforce the 
specific performance of it. But the court held that the 
plaintiffs were entitled to the benefit of the agreement so 
far as regarded the administrator’s own beneficial interest in 
the property.—Soticitors, Wéiliamson, Hill, ¢ Co.; 
Gregory, Roweliffes, d: Co. ; Field, Roscoe, & Co.; Wynne § 

‘on. 





Bru or Sate—RecistRation—Growine Crops—Bit1s 
or Sate Act, 1854,ss. 1,7.—In a case of Ex parte The 
National Mercantile Bank, before the Court of Appeal on the 
18th inst., a question arose as to the registration (under the 
Act of 1854) of a bill of sale which comprised growing 
crops. The bill of sale, executed by a farmer in December, 
1878, contained an assignment by way of mortgage of fur- 
niture, farming stock, and other chattels, and of pans 
crops ;and future growing crops on the grantor’s farm, to- 
gether with his tenant-right then unexpired in the farm. 
There was a covenant by the grantor not to remove 
any of the chattels from the farm without the previous 
written consent of the grantees. The deed was not registered. 
In October, 1879, the grantor filed a liquidation petition. At 
this time the crops which were growing on the farm when 
the deed was executed, or which hai been since 

lanted, had been severed, and were stacked on the farm. 

he grantees did not take possession until November. It 
was admitted that they could not claim the farniture 
and other chattels as against the trustee in the liquidation. 
But it was contended that, inasmuch as, according to 
Brantom v. Griffis (24 W.R. 762, 25 W. R. 813, L, BR. 
C. P. D. 849, 2 C. P. D. 212), the deed did not require re- 
gistration in respect of the growing crops, the grantees ac- 
quired a good title to them on its execution, which title 
could not be defeated by their subsequent severance from 
the land. The court (Jessex, M.R., and James and Lusx, 
L.JJ.), however, held that, when by the severance the grow- 
ing crops became chattels, the Bills of Sale sno 
to them, and the want of registration pre’ the 
; snag from asserting a title to them as against the trustee. 

EssEL, M.R., said that by the ordinary law a merle ame 
entitled to the rents an poled enue Se ae 
as he remained in possession, and he was, 
to sever the growing crops. The covenant not to remove 













ane 


74 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Nov. 27, 1880, 











them off the land was a bargain relating to chattels, and it 
was void as against the trustee by reason of the non-regis- 
tration of the deed.—Soxicirors, J. J. Irving ; May, Sykes, 
& Batten. 


Pracrice—JupcmMent 1x Common Law Drvision— 
Eeurraste Execurton—APrpoInTMENT OF RECEIVER IN 
same Drvision—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 24—Orp. 42, 
RB, 1—Recetver in Banxruproy — Prioriry — CHANGE 
From Banxruprcy To LiquiDATION—CONTINUANCE OF 
Recerver.—In a case of Salt v. Cooper, before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 20th inst., a motion was made to 
continue the appointment of a receiver in the aetion 
of certain mortgaged estates of the defendant, and thus 


enforce itable execution under the following circum- 
stances. e action was one in the Common Pleas Division, 
and judgment had been recovered on a specially-indorsed 


writ for a, liquidated sum. After judgment the plaintiff 
moved ex parte in the vacation, before Stephen, J., in the 
same action, for the appointment of a receiver of the mort- 
gaged property of the defendant, which was in the bands of 
prior incumbrancers and was about to be sold by them. It 
appeared that on the same day, but earlier, a receiver of the 
defendant’s property was appointed in bankruptcy proceed- 
ings initiated against him by the court having jurisdiction 
in the matter. The bankruptcy proceedings had sub- 
sequently been turned into a liquidation by arrangement, 
and the same person was continued as receiver. The action in 
the Common Pleas Division had been transferred to the 
Master of the Rolls, and a motion was now made to continue 
the appointment of the plaintiff's receiver. Two points were 
argued. First, whether the Common Pleas Division had 
jurisdietion to enforce its judgment by equitable execution 
according to the dicta of Jessel, M.R., and Cotton, L.J., in 
Anglo-Italian Bank v. Davies (L. R. 9 Ch. D. 275), or 
whether the plaintiff ought not to have issued a fresh writ in 
the Chancery Division, and obtained his receiver in that 
action; and, secondly, whether the bankruptcy receiver, by 
virtue of bis prior appointment, had not priority so as to 
entitle the trustee in liquidation to the surplus proceeds of 
sala, ‘The plaintiff relied on section 24, sub-section 7, of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, and also on ord. 42, r. 1, giving all the 
courts jurisdiction to enforce their judgments “ by any of 
the modes by which a judgment for the payment of money, 
of any court whose jurisdiction had been transferred, might 
have been enforced at the time of the passing of the Judica- 
ture Act.” Jzssex, M.R., said that the points argued were 
of importance, and as they depended on the construction of 
several sections of the Judicature Act and Rules, he could 
not say they were altogether clear. He should be glad if 
the parties took the case to the Appeal Court so as to have 
the lew finally settled. In the meantime, he should not 
advise practitioners to rely upoa his opinion, and save a sum 
of 5s. for the issue of a new writ, for that was what the 
matter really came to. Section 24, sub-section 7, of the 
Jidicature Act, 1873, gave the different courts all the 
powers which any of the various courts had at the time 
of the passing of the Act, and in his opinion, notwith- 
standing judgment, and until that judgment had been 
i the action must be said to be ‘‘ pending”’ within 
the section, so as in this case to give the Common Pleas 
Division the jurisdiction previously exercised by the Chancery 
Division. The whole purview and object of the Judicature 
Acts was to enable a plaintiff to have his case finally 
determined in one court, and so avoid multiplicity of suits ; 
and as the equitable execution was merely a mode of enforcing 
the judgment, he thought the intention of the Legislature 
was that each court should be able to enforce its own judg- 
ments in any way iously allowed by any of the erred 
courte, He therefore thought that .under the Judicature 
Aet, and ord. 42, r. 1, the judge of the Common Pleas 
Division bad rightly made the order for a receiver. On the 
second » however, as a receiver bad been first appointed 
in , the effect of that appointment was to 
give him a right to actual against all persons 
cate the mortgagee, and, no doubt, if the fact had been 
mentioned to Sephen, J., he would not have appointed the 
reedwer in the action. It had been argued that as the 
bad been subsequently turned into a liquidation 
a and the receiver continued in the liquidation, 
cMlect of that was to make the previous sppointment of a 
reestver of no avail, In his opinion such a doetrine would be 
mon, disatwous, and the title, therefore, of the trustee in 


liquidation was supported by the appointment of the receiver- 
in the bankruptcy, and he was now entitled to the surplus. 
proceeds of sale. The motion must be refused, with costs. 


Practice—Orp. 16, re. 17, 18—Cramm OVER AGAINST 
Tarep Partres—LEave TO SERVE NoTicE—BALANCE oF 
Conventence—Norice To Pramtirr.—In a case of The Wye- 
Railway Company v. Hawes, which came-before Hall, V.C., 
upon an adjourned summons, on the 20th inst., questions. 
were raised as to the practice under rules 17 and 18 of order 
16, which provided for the issue of a third-party notice in 
the case of a defendant claiming any relief over against a 
third party. Rule 17 gives the court or a judge power to 
determine any questions as between the plaintiff and defend- 
ant, and any third party, upon notice being given to the 
third party ; and rule 18 provides that the defendant may, 

by leave of the court or a judge, issue a notice in a pre- 
scribed form. In the present action, which was brought by 

the company against its directors for the refunding of cer-- 
tain fictitious dividends alleged to have been paid out of 

capital, the directors claimed to be entitled to indemnity 

from the past and present shareholders of the company, to 

whom the dividends in question had been paid. Those 

shareholders were stated to be about four hundred and fifty 
in number. The defendants accordingly had taken out the 

present sommons for leave to issue third-party notices under 
rule 18, and it was contended on,their behalf that the applica- 

tion ought to be heard ex parte, and the plaintiffs had no right- 
to appear and oppose. His Lorpsuip dealt first with this pre- 

liminary question, and after hearing counsel for the plaintiffs. 
decided that the balance of convenience, being all in favour 
of notice of the application being given to the plaintiffs, 

such notice should be given, and the plaintiffs heard upon 
the merits. He held further, upon the merits, that to allow 

third-party notices to be served upon so large a number of 
persons, whose rights inter sere might not improbably be 

conflicting, would be most embarrassing to the proper and 

expeditious conduct of the action, and that the defendants 

ought to be left to establish thelr claim to indemnity in a 

separate action.—Soxicitors, Newman, Stretton, & Hilliard > 
Wilson, Bristow, § Carpmael. 





Practice—Inquimy as to Damaces—Cosrs.—In a case 
of Slack v. The Midland Railway Company, before Fry, J». 
on the 20th inst., an injunction was granted to restrain the- 
fouling of a stream by the defendants, and an inquiry was- 
directed as to damages, and it was ordered that the de- 
fendants should pay the general costs of the action. The 
defendants’ counsel asked that the inquiry might be prose- 
cuted before one of the official referees, but Fry, J., said 
that the usual course was to send it to the chief clerk 
The defendants’ counsel also asked that the costs of the iu-- 
quiry might be reserved, on the ground that unnecessary 
affidavits might be filed by the plaintiffs. Fay, J., said 
that he had adopted this course in other cases, and thought: 
it was@ very good practice. He should reserve the coste of 
the inquiry, and his reason for doing so was this—not with 
the view of excusing the defendants from paying them, 
but in order that the judge before whom the inquiry would 
be conducted might have full control o er the costs, and 
see that they were not unreasonably aggravated.—So.i- 
citors, Field, Koscoe, § Co.; Beale, Marigold, & Co. 


Stanper—Deramatory Worps—Primary Sunse—In- 
nuENDO.—A case of Ruel v. Tatnell, which came before the 
Common Pleas Division on the 17th inst., was a motion for 
judgment on bebalf of the plaintiff. The action, one for 
slander, wastried before Grove, J., in June last, and resulted 
in @ verdict for the plaintiff for £25, judgment being 
reserved. It appeared that both parties were in the same- 
line of business, and that the plaintiff had established a 
Christmas club at his shop to which persons bod vena 
in such amounts as they found convenient, ng to» 
the plaintiff, the defendant said to certain “ His shop: 
is in the market,” and these words the plaintiff asserted: 
constituted slander, his construction of them being that. 
he was going to leave his shop and would take with him. 
the money received by him by way of subsori to his 
Christmas clnob. It was argued for the plai 
jory had found that the words constituting the alleged 





slander were defamatory, aud that the question was one 
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for the jury, and not for the court. For the defendant, 
it was contended that the judge should have stopped the 
case, because the words were not defamatory by them- 
selves, but only when coupled with the innuendo suggested 
by the plaintiff, proof of which was not supported by the 
evidence at the trial. The court (Livptzy and Lorzs, 
JJ.) were of opinion that the words were not defamatory 
in themselves, and that the innuendo might be rejected 
altogether; that, on the authority of The Capital and 
Counties Bank v. Henty (28 W. R. 852), if words not in 
themselves defamatory when taken in their primary sense, 
are taken by a plaintiff in a secondary sense, the plaintiff 
must show the existenceof facts which would prove the 
innuendo contained in the secondarysense ; and that, ifthe 
plaintiff fails to prove the truth of the secondary meaning 
as alleged by him, the judge at the trial should direct the 
jury that the words were not defamatory. Judgment was 
given for the defendant under ord. 40, r. 10.—Soxicr- 
ToRS, Catilin ; Button § Co. 


CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 
(Before Mr. RucistRaR Pepys, acting as Chief Judge.) 
Nov. 16,—Re Butcher. 
Absolute injunction granted ez parte to restrain police magis- 
trates and their officers from executing a warrant granted for 

a bankrupt’s arrest in respect of unpaid arrears of parochial 

rates. 

This wasan application made. ¢x parte on behalf of the 
bankrupt for an absolute injunction to restrain the niagis- 
trates of the Clerkenwell Police Court and their officers 
from executing a warrant for the bankrupt’s arrest. The 
adjudication, it appeared, was made on the 23rd of September 
last, and at the first meeting the creditors appointed a trustee, 
but the sitting for public examination had not yet been 
held. Previously to the adjudication an order had been 
made by the magistrates at Clerkenwell for payment by the 
bankrupt of £22, being the amount of parochial rates due 
from him in respect of his business premises and also his 
private residence. The money was not paid, and the parish 
authorities applied to the magistrates for an order for the 
bankrupt’s committal, and they granted the application. 

Brough, for the applicant.—Section 12 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, provided that no creditor in respect of a proveable 
debt should have any remedy against the property or person 
of the bankrupt except in manner directed by the Act. The 
rates were proveable under section 31, and should be paid in 
full unless the property of the bankrupt was insufficient to 
meet them : section 32. 

Mr. Recisteak Perrs.—I think the rates are proveable, 
and as an adjudication has actually been made, I think you 
may have an injunction, which will be absolute in the first 


instance. 
Solicitors, Plunkett & Leader. 


(Before Mr. Recisrran Brovenam, acting as Chief Judge.) 
Nov. 18.— Ex parte Shubrook Re Elford and another (No. 1). 
The Court of ers has no jurisdiction upon the applica- 
tion of the trustee, oe the alleged um ob coaanien 
claimed as a portion of thejassets of liquidating debtors, from 
dealing with such property, although the debtors in liquida- 
tion state that the alleged owner is manager merely. 
This was an application by the trustee under liquidation 
proceedings {for an order that Donald Munro should be 
restrained from parting with or otherwise dealing with any 
sums of money which he might have collected in respect of 
debts due to the Victoria Wharfing and Manufacturing 
Company, or from parting or dealing with the oils in his 
on belonging to the Victoria Wharfing and Manufac- 
turing Company, or from receiving any debts due to the 


~ or from ager pap bese and goods, and from 
res’ upon the ing to company. 
© debtors, Mecars. Albert Elford and Geoffrey 


Barnet, were and general merchants, carrying on 
business in Mark-lane as Elford & Co., and at Vietoria 
Wharf, Lea Lock, Old Ford, under the style of the Victoria 
—— Manufacturing Company. They presented a 
petition for liquidation ander the 126th and 126th sections 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, on the 20th of October last, and 





at the first meeting the creditors passed a resolution for 
liquidation by arrangement, and appointed a trustee. Upon 
the trustee endeavouring to take possession of the premises 
of the company, he found Mr. Munro, the t, 

He then ascertained that Mr. Munro claimed the property as 
the owner. To this it was replied that he was-manager only 
of the business at a salary equal to fifty per cent. om the net 
profits, with liberty to. draw in anticipation of profits at the 
rate of £6 per week. Munro, on the other hand, deni 
that he was engaged as manager of the business, or that he 
was at any time a servant or employé of the firm, or that he 
had received any salary or wages from the debtors: He 
stated that he took the business, and Elford agreed tofiad the 
capital necessary for carrying it on, and in respect of the 
money advanced Elford was to receive fifty per cent. of the 
profits, and at the end of seven years to have bis money back* 
He carried on the business entirely free from any 
supervision, or direction on the part of the debtors, simply ap- 
plying to them from time to time, when it became necessary, for 
any sum of money that might be requisite for the purpose of 
carrying on the business. On the 14th of September last he 
received from Elford & Co. a statement of account, 
showing their claim against him to be £2,536. The trustee 
alleged that Munro was an undischarged bankrupt. 

F. 0. Crump, in support of the application. 

E. C. Willis, for the respondent, took the preliminary 
objection that the court had no jurisdiction to entertain 
the application. The trustee in the present case, he con- 
tended, did not take by avy higher or better title than the 
debtors, and the case of Ex parte Dicken, Re Pollard (27 
W. R781, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 884), applied. If this application 
had been an endeavour to recover a debt from a third 
person, acommon law court would have been the proper 
tribunal to entertain the matter. The respondent was 
a stranger to the bankruptcy, and the court had no 
authority over him. 

Crump.—The trustee claimed the property as his, and 
he based his right to the injanction upon the 720d section 


; 


; 


; 


Mr, Recistrak BroucHam.—That casa is 
plicable now. 

Crump.—The court had jurisdiction to do complete 
justice, and it was only a question of discretion. The 
respondent was in the position of an undischarged bank- 
rupt, and it was absurd to think that the debtors were 
a enough to put the whole of their property in his 
han 


Mr. Reetsrrar BroveHam said there was & case 
before him—Re Elliotti—which was very similar to this. 
was an application to this court by a trastee an in- 
junction to restrain the manager of a club 
the property alleged to belong to the and the 
case set up on the other side was that 
was not the manager, but that he had become 
proprietor of the clab. There the question 
jurisdiction was raised, but after some discussion 
the parties agreed that this court should decide 

uestion. That case was exactly similar to the present, and 
the question was whether this court ought to exercise a dis- 
cretion. [His Honour then referred to the facts] He 
thought this was ove of those cases in which, 
the later decisions of the Court of Appeal, it was not 
that this court should exercise its diseretion, bat that the 
matter should be left to the decision of one of 
tribunals of the country. In the case of Elli 
decided the question because all parties 
court should do so, and, if Mr. Munro in this 
mitted to the jurisdiction of the court, and had 
would allow the question to be decided by it, he 
been glad a9 ext with the case for the 
the injunction, but having come to that 
dismiss the application, on the ground that this was cae 
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those cases in which—the res t not consenting—ought 
to be tried by one of the o tribunals of the coantry. 
The application would therefore be dismissed, with costs. 


Solicitors for the trustee, Crenp ¢ Sa, 
Solicitors for the respondent, Wilkins, Bayt, 


; 





76 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Nov. 27, 1880. - 








OBITUARY. 


LORD CHIEF JUSTICE COCKBURN. 


The Right Hon, Sir Alexander James Edmund Cockburn, 
Baronet, G.C.B., Lord Chief Justice of England, died sud- 
denly at his residence, 40, Hertford-street, on the 20th inst., 
at the age of seventy-eight. Sir A. Cockburn was the eldest 
son of Mr. Alexander Cockburn, formerly British Minister in 
Columbia. He was born in 1802, and succeeded to a 
baronetcy in 1858, on the death of his uncle the Very Rever- 
end Sir William Cockburn, D.D., Dean of York. He was for- 
merly fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he graduated 
first class in civil law in 1824. He was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1829, when he joined 
the Western Circuit, and the Devonshire Sessions. He soon 
obtained a good share of junior business at the assizes and 
sessions, and he was also employed in several election peti- 
tions, and published (in {conjunction with the late Sir 
William Rowe) a Collection of Reports of Election Cases. 
He also served as a member of the Municipal Election Com- 
mission. He obtained a silk gown in 1841, and soon became 
one of the recognized leaders of the Western Circuit. During 
the ‘railway mania” of 1844-45, he made a large sum of 
money by practising before parliamentary committees. He 
was for some years recorder of Southampton, and in 1847 
was elected M.P. for that borough in the Liberal interest, 
and he retained a seat until he became a judge. He steadily 
supported the Government of Lord John Russell, and in 
1850 he established his reputation as a first-class par- 
liamentary speaker by his speech in support of Lord 
Palmerston’s proceedings in the matter of “Don 
Pacifico,” when the Ministry obtained a vote of con- 
fidence by a very narrow majority. A month or 
two later he was appointed Solicitor-General, and received 
the honour of knighthood, and in the following spring he 
succeeded the late Lord Romilly as Attorney-General. He 
retired with his party in February, 1852, but in the fol- 
lowing December he resumed the office of Attorney- 
General in the Ministry of the Earl of Aberdeen. He filled 
the same post under Lofd Palmerston, and in November, 
1256, on the death of Sir John Jervis, he was appointed 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, and 
was sworn in as a member of the Privy Council. He was 
a bencazer of the Middle Temple and was treasurer of the 
society in 1853, and from 1854 till his promotion to the 
bench he was recorder of the city of Bristol. As a debater 
he rendered valuable support to his party in the House 
of Commons, especially during the Crimean war. As a 
finished advocate Sir A. Cockburn was for many years 
without a rival, his powerful but melodious voice, his 
dignified and courteous bearing, and his powers of 
humour being always most effective with a jury. 
He was retained in all the most celebrated trials of 
the day, and among his most successful professional 
achievements may be mentioned his defence of McNaghten 
for the murder of Mr. Drummond, his defence of the 
present Cardinal Newman for a libel upon Dr. Achilli, 
and the case of Swynfen v. pve The last 
great case in which he was engaged was the prosecu- 
tion of William Palmer for murder, when, after a 
trial extending over many days, bis eloquent reply was 
delivered withont a single note. In June, 1859, on the 
formation of Lord Palmerston’s second Government, Lord 
Campbell became Lord Chancellor, and Sir A. Cockburn 
was traveferred from the i of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas to that of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and he 
retained the latter office until his death. Although less 
eminent as s case lawyer than many of his predecessors 
and contemporaries, Sir A. Cockburn was most successful 
asa judge at Nisi Prius, owing to his quickness of appre- 

jon and the clearness with which he was accustomed 
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always been considered as the leading authority as to the law 
of libel in reference to newspaper articles. Sir A. Cook- 
burn acted at the Geneva Arbitration in 1872 as repre- 
sentative of this country under the Alabama Treaty, and 
it will be remembered that he afterwards published an 
elaborate protest against the indirect claims which had 
been brought before the arbitrators. He was soon after- 
wards created a Knight Grand Cross of the Order of 
the Bath, and he had more than once declined the offer 
ofa . Hewas aman of very wide and varied accom- 
plishments. He was a good musician, and had devoted much 
of his leisure to literary pursuits. He was understood to have 
collected some materials for an essay upon the question of 
the authorship of the Letters of Junius, and he had also 
recently commenced a series of articles in the Nineteenth 
Century upon “ The Chase and its History.” Although he 
was seventy-eight years old, his mental powers were un- 
impaired, but he had for several months suffered from 
an affection of the heart. With the exception of two or 
three days’ absence he sat for the first fortnight of the 
present sittings, either in the Queen’s Bench Division or 
in the Court of Appeal. On Saturday, the 20th inst., he 
presided over the Court for the Consideration of Crown 
Cases Reserved, and appeared to be in his usnal health 
and spirits. He walked home, dined at his usual hour, re- 
tired to bed, and died suddenly about half-past twelve, 
apparently without any pain. | 


A writer in the World says of the Lord Chief Justice :— 
He was an admirable host, told stories quietly, but with 
muck dramatic power, in a voice the musical qualities of 
which I never heard equalled; and possessed that rare 
quality in a clever man, the faculty of listening. He was, 
perhaps, seen at his best when, most of his guests having 
gone, be would adjourn with two or three to his library, and 
over his cigar would pour forth his reminiscences of personal 
history, in which he, during his long and splendid career, 
had played a distinguished part. There have I listened to 
his wonderful story of the great Palmer trial, from its com- 
mencement to its closa; how he, then Attorney-General, read 
the notes of the case and of the earlier examinations, and 
became convinced, not merely of Palmer’s guilt, but of the 
manner in which the crime was carried out; how he worked 
night and day in studying the effects of various poisons, and 
finally submitted himself to an examination by friendly ex- 
perts to prove to himself that he had mastered the subject; 
how he elected to have the prisoner tried on Cook’s case, 
though it was the weakest of the several indictments 
which he could have brought forward, feeling certain 
that if he failed to hang Palmer for the murder of Cook, he 
would indubitably convict him for the murder of his wife. 
I remember his telling me how, having been called away by 
his duties as Attorney-General to Westminster, he returned 
to the Old Bailey as Lord Campbell was summing up, and 
looking down from a gallery into the court, ‘I knew,”’ said 
he, ‘‘ by the look of John Campbell’s tace, that Palmer was 
adead man.” It was in connection with the Palmer trial 
that he told me he experienced what he considered the 

eatest compliment ever yee tohim. Palmer was in the 

bit, as he stoodin the dock, of writing instructions or 
suggestions to his attorney, Mr. Smith, screwing them: up 
into little pellets, and tossing them over to their destination. 
One of these, which he wrote immediately after the verdict 
of guilty had been pronounced by the jury, was afterwards 
handed to Sir Alexander Cockburn. It merely contained 
these words: ‘* It’s the riding that has done it; conveying 
thereby, in sporting metaphor, which Palmer was constantly 
using, the prisoner's opinion that it was solely due to the 
Attorney-General’s conduct of the case that the verdict 
against him had been obtained, 


Among the judicial tributes which have been paid to the 
late judge, by far the best was that of the Master 
of the Rolls in the Court of Appeal. He said:—Before 
com the business of the day, we think it right 
sae a few words the great sorrow felt by the 
members of the court to which that most eminent judge, the 
late Lord Chief Justice of England, belonged, at the sudden 
and unexpected termination of his life on Saturday last. He 
was admitted by his competitors at the bar to have been a 
consummate advocate, and was recognized by his fellow-mem- 
bers of the House of Commons as « brilliant orator, But it 
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ewas chiefly by bis long career of nearly a quarter of a century 
as aj that he had acquired the respect and admiration 
-of his men, and it is by that that he will, I believe, be 
wemembered to the remotest posterity. He was a man of 

¢ natural ability — of vast - varied ——— 

possessed a grace of manner and a refinement of diction 
equalled by few, and he used his great intellectual gifts and 
the ripe fruits of his experience for the public service and 
the furtherance of justice. We cannot forget that he seemed 
unaffected by the weight of advancing years. With unim- 
paired, or apparently unimpaired, physical powers and with 
andimmed intellect, he performed to the last day of his life 
with efficiency the duties of his high office. In lamenting 
shis decease, as we all must, we caunot but feel that in losing 
him we have lost, not only an upright and able magistrate, 
but one of the brightest ornaments that ever adorned the 
English judicial bench. 

In the Queen’s Bench Division, Mr. Justice Field said : It 
is with the deepest regret that I have to announce the sad 
loss which this Division, the bar, and indeed, England at 
farge, has sustained, in the death of our lamented late Lord 
Chief Justice. I know the severe lcss which, not only 
the public at large, but every individual who has 
ever known and experienced the kindness of heart and 
also admired the extraordinary talents and energy of 
our late Lord Chief Justice, has sustained in his death. 
Mr. Powell, Q.0., said: My lord, I am requested by the 
members of the bar present to express their own feelings and, 
1 am sure, the feelings of the bar of England, upon the 
great loss we have all sustained, and to which your lord- 
‘ship has so feelingly alluded. My lord, even at this painful 
moment, it is some consolation to us to know that with the 
date Lord Chief Justice of England the long line of illus- 
trious judges who have filled that high office has closed 
‘infitting splendour, and whatever may be the designation 
-of the future chief of this court, we presume to hope that 
ke will bring to the bench, as the late Lord Chief Justice 
did, all the qualities—the great y to 
-dignify, and all the accomplishments qualified to adorn, it. 
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THE OFFICE OF LORD CHIEF 
BARON. 


‘Tue following letter was addressed by the Lord Chancellor 
sto the late Lord Chief Justice Cockburn : — 
*¢ 30, Portland-place, Oct., 1880, 

“My dear Lord Chief Justice,—I hope you will agree 
with me in thinking that the question of retaining or con- 
-solidating the three ‘Common Law’ Divisions (as I may, for 
convenience, call them) of the High Couct of Justice ought 
te be considered by the proper authority before any appoint- 
ment is made to supply the vacancy created by the death of 
the late Lord Chief Baron. A fusion of the offices of these 
‘three divisions has already, to a very great extent, taken 
placejin the Central Office. Under order 36, rule 16, the lists 
-of actions for trial at the sittings in London and Middlesex 
«must be prepared and the actions allotted for trial without 
-reference to the division to which each action is attached. 
The business of the three divisions may be described as 
generally homogeneous ; and every judge now may, and does, 
sit interchangeably in each division, The puisne judges 
din the Exchequer Division appointed since the Judicature Act 
-came into operation are no longer called Barons. On the 
whole, it is difficult to perceive what object necessary or 
useful for the administration of justice is any longer facili- 
tated by the continuance of the three divisions. I cannot 
but think that if ove aa consolidated into one, under the 
presidency of the Lord Chief Justice of England, there 
would be a better economy and more equal distribution of 
_judicial power, and greater elasticity as well as regularity in 
all the arrangements for the transaction of business. 

“ By the Judicature Act of 1873, s. 32, the Queen may, 
“by Order in Council, upon a report or recommendation of 
@ council of judges of the Supreme Court, reduce the 
aumber of divisions Z _ High Court, and give any 
mecessary consequent directions for that purpose ; and may 
-alao provide for the abolition, on vacancy, of the diatinc- 
tion of the offices and &o., of (inter alios) the 


‘Chief Justice of the Common Pleas and the Chief Baron 
‘Of the Exohequer from the offices, &c., of the puisne 








jadges. lt bas occurred to me that advantage might be 
taken of the present vacancy in the office of Chief Baron 
for the following purposes:—(1) To redace the number 
of the divisions of the High Court of Justice by uniting in 
a single division (which might, I think, bear the name of 
the Queen’s Bench Division) the three divisions now called 
respectively the Queen’s Bench Division, the Common 
Pleas Division, and the Exchequer Division ; (2) to abolish 
the titular and other distinctions between the office, now 
vacant, of Lord Chief Baron and that of a puisne judge, 
so that the present vacancy shall be supplied by the ap- 
pointment of an additional pnisne judge only ; and (3) to 
provide for the abolition, in like manner, upon the next 
vacancy, of the distinetions between the office of Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas and that of a puisne judge, 
The new consolidated division would, of course, be under 
the presidency of the Lord Chief Justice of England, and 
would be capable, under his authority, of full and complete 
unity of administration. 

“As these changes, if they should appear to be 
desirable, can only be made under the present law upon 
the request or recommendation of a council of all the 
judges of the Supreme Court (which council ought, 
under section 75 of the Act of 1878, to assemble once at 
least in every year, on a day to be fixed by the Chan- 
cellor, with the concurrence of the Lord Chief Justice 
of England), I should be glad, with your concurrence, 
to appoint an early day in November, on which the 
judges may be requested to meet for the purpose 
of holding such a council, and I should feel obliged 
if you would be so good as to suggest any day on which it 
may appear to you that such a meeting may conveniently 
be held. Nochange which may be recommended can come 
into operation till thirty days after the commencement of the 
next session of Parliament. So far as the assize business is 
concerned, any inconvenience from the continuance until 
that time of a vacancy upon the bench may be obviated by 
the appointment of a special commissioner. So far as the 
business of the Court of Appeal is concerned, I propose 
myself to sit in that court from the commencement of 
Michaelmas Term till the meeting of Parliament in 
February, except on such days as may be occupied by any 
appeals which ought at once to be heard in the House of 
Lords, At present I do not think there will be more than 
one such appeal. For the permanent aid of a jadge of 
first instance in the Court of Appeal, in the place of the 
Lord Chief Baron, as an ex oficio member of that court, the 
power given by 38 & 39 Vict. c. 77, s. 4 (the continuance 
of which appears to be recognized by 39 & 40 Vict. c. 59, 
s. 19), may probably be safficient. 

‘*T have sent a copy of this letter to Lord Coleridge and 
to the Master of the Rolls, on account of the manner in 
which the office held by Lord Coleridge might be affected 
by such changes as those suggested, and because the 
Master of the Rolls holds a position in the Chancery 
Division resembling that which the present Chief Justice of 
the Common Pleas would hold during his continuance in 
office in the division which would be formed, under your 
lordship as its head, by the union of the present Queen’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions. To the 
rest of the judges I should also propose, with your 
approval, to make a similar communication when I am in 
&@ position to appoint a day for the meeting of the council of 
jadges. 
arr Believe me ever, dear Lord Chief Justice, yours faith- 
fally, ** SELBORNE. 
“The Right Hon. the Lord Chief Justice of Eagland.” 


Se 





A M’Mahon law studentship at St. John’s College, Cam- 
bridge, value £150 per annum, and tenable for four years, 
has been awarded to Eldred John Brook Smith, B.A., seholar 
of the college. Se 

In a rating appeal before the Queen's Bench Di 
the 20th inst., the original order had not been sent by 
oo of the Peace to hee baa Alen br a Justi 

eld said it ought to be clearly unders' 
the writ of colienart was not the only mode any 
Legislature had provided for bringing up a 
this court, it was still necessary that the same 
be followed as in cases of certiorard to the e 
original orders, and not certified copies of 
sent up by the Clerk of the Peace to the Cro 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Brexs, solicitor (of the firm of Stamp, 
Jackson, & Birks), of Hull, has been appointed Under- 
Sheriff of the Town and County of the Town of Kingston- 
upon Hull, for the ensuing year. Mr. Birks was admitted 
a solicitor in 1862. 

Mr. Franx Broome (of the firm of Chester, Mayhew, 
Broome, & Griffiths), has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths, and a Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Married Women, within the county 
of Middlesex, the city and liberty of Westminster, and the 
city of London. 


Mr. Guiserre CaRzonz, LL.D., has been appointed 
Crown .Advoeate for Malta, in succession to Sir Adrian 
Dingle, who has been appointed Chief Justice of the 
island. 

Mrv Joserm Fiaxt ALExANDER Corcuine, solicitor, of 

, hasbeen appointed Registrar of the Horsham 
County Court (Circuit No, 50), in succession to Mr. Pilford 
eng deceased. Mr. Cotching was admitted a solicitor 
in . 

Sir Aprian Dinete, K.C.M.G., LL.D., has been ap- 
pointed Chief Justice and President of the Court of Appeal 
for the Island of Malta. Sir A. Dingle was born in 1817. 
He has been Crown Advocate for Malta since 1854, and he 
was created a Kuight Commander of the Order of St. 
Michael and St. George in 1860. 

Mr. Jonn Dovetas JoHNsTONE, solicitor, of Tavistock 
has been appointed Clerk to the Tavistock Board of 
Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary 
Authority, and Superintendent-Registrar for the district, 
in succession to his partner, the late Mr. Robert Loxton. 
Mr. Johnstone was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is 
clerk to the Lydford School Board. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomwt Srock Companizs. 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 


AxyGLo-Frexcu Brewery Company, Lrurtep.—Petition for winding 
- presented Nov 9 directed to be heard before the M.R. on Nov 
. Jaylor and Jacquet, South st, Finsbury sq, solicitors for the 
petitioner 
East Cansocx Coitiiery Company, Limttep.—By order made by 
the M.R., dated Nov 8, it was ordered that. the voluntary windin, 
up of the map be continued, Duignan and Smiles, Bedf 
row, agents for Duignan and Co, Walsall, solicitors for the peti- 
tioner 
Fraestarr SirvEer ae Company or Uran, Limitep.—By an 
order made dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the 
Be nell and Greenip, George st, Mansion 
@ petitioner 
Gagexixe axp Farpoys, Liuirep.—By an order made b 
dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the voluntary wi 
continued. Robinso’ 


r the M.R. 
g up be 
m and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for 
solicitors for the petitioner 
HoeppERrsFizLtp Quarkyine Company, Limitep.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the com y be 
wound up. Peace and Co. Grocers’ Hall ct, agents for Eaters 
and Co, Huddersfield, solicitors for the petitioner 
Inoxrpazion AND PLatin um Coatine or Metars Company, Limitep. 
ors are required on or before Dec 20 to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Trayton Pagden Child, Poultry. Monday Jan 10 at 12 is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Loxpos ap Soutawarx Insvuzance Conronation, Lrurrep.—The 
are ui on or before Dee 31, to send their full 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henry Aste, Charles Kemp Dyer, and George Reckitt, 74, King 
William st. Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the’ liqni- 


Otpetey Beicx Comraxy, Limiren.—By an order made by the 
ro dated Nov 8, it was ordered that ihe ¥ voluntary winding up 
of the above company be continued. Robinson and Co, Linen 4 
inn fields, agents for Rowlands and Co, Birmingham, solicitors 
for the petitioner 
OmtLwys AND tee Covmrentegs Company, Lrurren.—Petition 
eh en hor i ney ims geernaieyyrenn wy st te 9 
om arriner, hester st, agents for Licy 
Newport, solicitors for the petitioners in 
[ Gazette, Nov 19.] 





Aston Lowzr Grounps Company, LimirEp. Bier mee for winding~ 
23. taylo vdeo 18, directed to be heard before V.C. PB Dw 
Dee 3. and Co, Gt James st, ym ne tients for Heath 
solicitors for the 


ne my or St, Perursaurc New opomnectten OMPANY, cor, iii: — 
V.C. H , by an order dated Nov 5, a ted Richard Sey- 
mour Guinness, St Clement’s lane, and W: Thomas Western, 
Charing cross, to be official liquidators 
Hearuer Cotiiery Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding up, 
eDatgn Nov os — to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Dec 
am my and Smiles, Bedford row, agents for Duignan and 
1, solicitors for the petitioner 
Penn dinsy faye anp Company, Limitep.—By an order made 
by V.C. Bacon, dated Nov 13, it was ordered that the above com- 
y, be wound up. Clarke ‘and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents. 
‘or and Co, Oldham, solicitors for the petitioners 
Srzam Tramways Company or Irgnanp, Limirep.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Nov 13, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Wilson, Cornhill, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner 
Sun Exzcrraic Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding w 
sented Nov 20, directed’ to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Noy 38. 
Clarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Orford and Milne, 
Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 
WiLtiaM Levert anp Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Nov 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, om 
Dec 3. Denton and Co, Gray’s inn square, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner 
[ Gazette, Nov. 23.] 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Great Brrrary Free Insurance Company,.—By an order made A 
the M.R., dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the voluntary 
up of the company be continued. Ashurst and Co, Old Jaren. 
solicitors for the petitioners 
(Gazette, Nov. 19.] 


Loypon anp Eastern Banxine Corporation.—By direction of 
.C. Bacon, notice is given that the V.C. purposes on Feb 7 at 2 to 

make a call on all the contributories of the company for £100 per- 
share 

PropgigTtors OF THE KINGSTON-UPON-HULL AND SCULCOATES 
Pustic Rooms.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 29, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts. 
or claims, to William Burkingshaw, Parliament st, Hull. Jan 20 
at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts. 


and claims ® 
[ Gazette, Nov. 23.] 


Fatenpiy Socretres Dissoiven., 
Oxtp Spreap Eacurt Frrenpix Society, Britannia Inn, New st, 


Coventry, Nov 15 
[ Gazette, Nov. 19.] 








LEGAL EDUCATION 
LIVERPOOL. 


A meerine of gentlemen of the legal profession practising in 
and near Liverpool was held on Friday in the Law Associa- 
tion Rooms, for the purpose of considering the advisability of 
establishing, in connection with the proposed University 
College of that city, a lectureship for the stady of jurispru. 

dence and law. The recorder, Mr. J. B. Aspinall, Q.C., 

occupied the chair, and there was a good attendance of 


IN 


lawyers. 

The RECORDER, in opening the proceedings, said that the- 
requisition to him to convene the meeting was signed by 134 
members of both branches of the legal profession; and, he 
need hardly say, he felt proud upon its being presented to 
him. He proposed, before anything else was done, to read 
to them the written answers of some few of the gentlemen, 
chiefly of the Northern Circuit, in reply to Mr. Bateson's 
notice of the meeting. Mr. P. Myburgh wrote enclosing 
£20; Mr. Collier (Liverpool), £10. Lord Justice rota 
wrote wishing all success to the proposed institution, and 
expressing bis desire to become a subscriber to it, at the 
same time enclosing a small contribution (which was not 
named) towards the object. Mr. Gully wrote, enelosin 
£50 ; Mr. G. Little, £50 ; Mr. W. F. Robinson, £100; oak 
the Solicitor-General (Sir F. Herschell), £20. The last- 
named wrote:—‘‘T need hardly say t lat my long con- 
nection with Liverpool! leads me to take a large interest 
in euch a project, and, as a lawyer, I should feel 
that the scheme is incomplete unless the systematic 
teachin ng of law and jurisprudence were efficiently 
provided for.” After some observations the recorder 
concluded by moving the following resolution :—** Thatthis 
meeting of the members of the legal profession residing 
or practising in or near to Liverpool observes with great 
satisfaction that a University College is ubout to be estab- 
lisbed in Liverpool, in which it is intended to found a leo- 
tureship of jurisprudence and law; and desire to express 
its sympathy with the scheme, and pledges itself toraise a. 








a aeoewry' Fr er VT FTF 





me 





Nov. 27, 1880. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 79 








fand in furtherance of the several objects of the proposed 
college. 

Mr. Squarey seconded the resolution, and said it gave 
him great pleasure to do so as president of the Incorpo 
rated Law Society. There was one point upon which he 
thought the recorder had not touched—namely, the im- 
mense benefit that a commercial community like that of 
Liverpool was likely to derive from having settled 
amongst them a large body of accomplished scholars and 
scientific men. He thought that that alone ought to com- 
mend the undertaking to ali the inhabitants of Liverpool. 
The solicitors of the town were a large and important 
section of the community, and he ventured very earnestly 
to ask them to come forward in the matter in a liberal 
and cheerful spirit, and do as much as they could in for- 
warding the undertaking. He was sure that the appeal 
would not be made in vain, and that when the time came 
for handing the contributions from the legal profession to 
the treasurer of the fund, it would be found that the 
members were not behindhand in doing their part in the 
furtherance of such a noble object. [The speech of the 
president was loudly applauded. | 

Mr. James (barrister) support the resolution. He said 
he did so with great pleasure, as he thought the founda- 
tion of a chair would be an immense advantage to both 
branches of the profession. 

Mr. Bateson the appointment of a committee 
of barristers and solicitors, with power to add to their 
number, for the purpose of collecting subscriptions for the 
object in view. He remarked that there were no doubt, 
in the legal ewe an immense number of men who 
would be delighted that their sons should have the benefit 
of a university education at their own doors. 

‘Mr. Nevi1we (barrister) seconded the resolution, and 
expressed hearty approval of the movement. He said that 
the law students. of Liverpool had done a great deal by 
the establishing of lectureships, and they had done their 
best to get good lecturers ; but if the university were in 
existence, the great difficulties with which they had to 
struggle would be removed. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Rayner (town clerk) proposed that Mr. Bateson 
should be appointed hon. treasurer and Mr, Morton hon. 
secretary. 

Mr. M‘Connetu (barrister) seconded the resolution, and 
said he concurred most heartily in the objects of the meeting. 
He was of opinion that it deserved the very best support of 
all the members of the profession . 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

‘Mr, Ra¥Fr xs proposed a vote of thanks to the recorder for 
presiding, and said: that that gentleman had authorized his 
name to be put down for thirty guineas. 

Mr. Harver seconded the resolution, which was carried 
amidst loud applause ; and, the recorder having acknow- 
ledged the compliment, the meeting terminated. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 


The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, Mr. 
J. K. Wright in the chair. The question appointed for the 
evening debate was the following:—‘‘Is it desirable to 
establish a system of peasant proprietorship in Ireland by 
means of Government loans to the occupiers, or other- 
wise?” and was opened in the negative by Mr. Corrie B. 
Grant. Mr. Lloyd Jones followed in the negative. Messrs. 
T. W. Williams, Neale, Moore, Pilney, and Nicholls ap- 
held the affirmative, and Messrs. A, E. Ward and Adams 
the negative. On the question being put to the meeting it 
was decided in the negative by a majority of one vote. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


Mr, Henry England Barren, of 44, Lyndburst-road, 
Peckham, the secretary of the pondence 
Department, writes to us: ‘I beg you will allow me to call 
the attention of law students, through the medium of your 
journal, to the above means of legal education. The object 
of the department is the discussion: of legal. questions of 





interest, through the medium of an organized system of 
correspondence. The department is divided into sections. 
Each question is issued to each section on a large sheet 
of paper on which is a list of the members in the-~ 
section, The first member on the list, on —e ing the form: 
from the secretary, writes his opinion on it and forwards it 

to the next member, and so on, till it reaches the last on the 

list, who returns it to the secretary. He sends it round a 
second time, so that every member has the opportunity of 
seeing the opinions of others, of commenting upon them, and 

of amending or defending his own opinion. It is not obli- 

gatory on members to write opinions, though it is very 

desirable that all should do so. The advan of the- 
department are obvious. Firstly, the attention of members- 
is called to questions of doubt or interest; secondly, 

members acquire the useful habit of expressing themselves 

clearly and forcibly on legal points. This habit proves of 

service in the answering of examination questions, asthe 

finals of this and previous years disclose ; thirdly, which is,. 
perhaps, the chief advantage, law students, in all parts of 
the country and in London, are brought into friendly inter- 

course, and become cognizant of one another’s reasoning 
powers and acquaintance with the law. I shall be happy to 
give any further information to law students, and to forward 
them specimen papers.” 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, the- 
24th inst., at Clement’s-inn, Mr. Acland in the chair. The- 
motion on the paper, ‘‘ That it is desirable that legislative 
measures should be passed for facilitating the acquisition of 
land in Ireland by the peasant occupiers,’’ was brought for- 
ward by Mr. Owen, who was supported by Messrs. Napier, 
Spokes, Morice, Clarkson, Harvey, Dowson, and MacLaren, 
and opposed by Messrs. Jackson, Foy, Derry, Synott, and 
Edlin, and upon a division the motion was carried by a 
majority of six votes. 





GRAY’S INN MOOT SOCIETY. 


The second meeting of the above society for the present 
term was held on Thursday, November 18, in the hall of 
Gray’s-inn, under the presidency of Albert Venn Dicey,. 
Esq., before several of the masters of the bench. The 
question for argument was as follows :— D., a Portuguese 
Subject, domiciled in Portugal, married in England (in 
accordance with the rites of the Church of England) M.,_ 
a Portuguese lady, a subject of Portugal, but domiciled 
in England. D. and M. are first cousins, and by the law 
of Portugal first cousins are (except by dispensation. 
from the Pope) incapable of contracting marriage with 
each other. D. and M. did not at the time of their 
marriage either apply for or obtain a Papal dispensation. 
D. has now returned to and is resident in Portugal, where- 
he is domiciled. M. has never left England and continues 
to residethere. M.has petitioned the Probato Division- 
of the High Court to declare her marriage with D. on the 
above state of facts null and void. D. has entered an ap-- 
pearance bat has not filed an answer. The case against 
the petitioner is argued by counsel instructed by the- 
Queen’s Proctor on behalf of the Crown. The Probate 
Division of the High Court has delivered judgment dismis-- 
sing the petition. The Court of Appeal has reversed the- 
judgment of the Probate Division. The case is now to be 
argued as. on appeal from the judgment of the Court cf 
Appeal before the House of Lords.”" The appellant was 
represented by Mr. E. H. Lawrence, barrister, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, and Mr. F. B. de M. Gibbons, student, of Gray’s-ian >. 
Mr, S. H. Leonard, barrister, of Lincoln’s-inn, and Mr, E. 
Robinson, student, of Gray’s-inn, appearing for the 
respondent. The learned president io his» judgment: 
reversed the judgment of. the Coart of Appeal, and 
affirmed the origival decision of the Probate Divisione. The 
next meeting of the society will be held in January. 








It was stated at the meeting of the Board of Directors of 
the Manchester Chamber of Commerce on Wednesday that the- 
President of the Board of Trade was considering the whole 
question of the Railway Commissioners with a view to 
legislation on the subject, and that the question would. 
occupy the attention of the Legislature duting the coming: 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


‘CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Birra, Ricwarp, Solihull Jatge. Warwick. Dec 7. Matthews v 
Leadbeater, M.R. Mitchell, B 

Brooxs, Troms Tusyer, Huddersfield, Brickmaker. Janl. 
Brooke v Thorne, V.C. Hall. Laycock and Co, Huddersfield 

"Epmonps, Morris, Se ggg mae Lianagan, Carmarthen. Dec 7. 
Davies v M.R. Davies, Haverfordwest 

Fraycis, Joux Epwix, Whitson, Monmouth, Farmer. Jan 1. 
Bond v Francis, V.C. Hall. Baldwyn and Morgan, Chepstow 

Gress, Josepx Heyex, Over Worton, Oxford, Farmer. Dec 3. 
Wood v Gibbs, V.C. Hall. Kinch, Deddington 

NEE, ) ARCHIBALD, Cheltenham, Esq. Dec 8. McLachlan v 

V.C. Hall. Rose and Fry. Gt George st 
17. Cammish v 
[ Gazette, Nov. 12.] 


Attvm, Ricwaxp, Streatham. Dec 21, Allum v Allum, MLR. 


Crafter, Blackfriars rd 

Dryer, CHARLES a Amlwch, patent, Mining Agent. Dec 20. 
Dyer v Paynter, V.C. Bacon. Paynter, Amlwch 

Graves, Exizanetx, Eaton, Norwich. Dec6. Paul v Asker, V.C. 
Hall. Roberts and Barlow, Leadenhall st 

Gorr, Hexzy Atrxanper, Shoreditch, Licensed Victualler. Dec 
1. Goff v Johnson, V.C. Bacon. Bastard, Brabant ct 

be 5 ge Tuomas, Stanwell, Gent. Nov 30. Brown v Weston, 
V.C. Bacon. Darvill, jun, Windsor 

Houimes, WHITAKER, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor. Dec 20. Smith 
: Holmes, M.R. Johnson and Weatherall, King’s Bench walk, 


‘emple 
a. Joux, 4 Easter, Essex, Farmer. Dec 6. Liver- 
more v Livermore, V.C. Bacon. Langham, Hastings 
Musnexs, Rozenrt, Sunderland, Ship Owner. i 8 Oxley v 
-C. Hall. Crow, jun. Sunderland 
Russett, Ricnarp, r sq, Upholsterer. Dec 10. Russell v 
V.C. Lamley and Lumley, Conduit st, Bond st 
Suutu, Wirt, Birmingham, Gent. Dec 11. Heptinstall Vv 
V.C. Malins. Deakin, Birminzkam 
Tors, Joux, Northallerton, York, Mercer. Dec13. Tutin v Tutin 
V.C. Bacon. Holtby, York 
Wrrros, Masry Ayss, Offord rd, Islington. Dec 18. Witton v 
Tarrant, M. 


Simeon: James, Bridlington, York, Farmer. 
Sawdon, M.R. Richarison, B Bridlington 


Weatherall, King’s Bench walk, Temple 
[ Gazette, Nov. 16.] 


“CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
i JosEPu, Dobroyd, Todmorden, Gardener. Dec 20. Nutsey, 
Astizy, Mazxy Asx, Dobroyd, Todmorden. Dec 20. Nutsey, 
en, Ayyz Exizaseru, Kingston-upon- Hull. Jani1. Peach, 
Arxissos, Lavis1a, Kingston-upon-Hull. Jan1. — 


Baswistexr, Mazcazet, Pembridge, Hereford. Dec 
and Co, Kington 

Buyrez, Rezecca, St. Pancras rd, Licensed Victualler. Dec 1. 
Pitch, Bedford row 


Bovsrre.n, Jaues, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Gent. Dec 10, Scott, 
King William st 

Bzrooxuas, Fassy, Sandford, 
Woolfry 


Winscombe, Somerset. Dec 21, 
and Powell, Banwell. 
Runcorn, Chester, Retired Inspector of Police. 
Ridgway and ee arrington 
on Astuve, Hart st, Bloomsbury, Gent. Dec 8. Neal, Old 
Broad st 
Cowazp, Witt, Starkies, Bury. Banker. Dec 18. Woodcock, 
Dozsomx, Aww Marts, Pall Mall. Dec 27. Keen and Rogers, Knight 
Rider st, Doctors’ commons 
Epwizps, Txouss Hexex, Compton, Wilts, Farmer. Dec 21. 
Bags ey nel Montgomery, In Dec 1 
ams, Davip, Per mkeeper. ° 
Minghalis and Jones, Osw : 
Patcomen, Macortexr, rd, Camden Town, Dec 12, 
Walker, Norfoik st, St: 
Foorrs, Writs, Liverpool, Gent. Dec10. Burton and Coleman, 
Garmusnaw, Hewer, Blackley, Manchester, Pawnbroker. Dec 31. 
Manchester 
- Geowvos, Tuomas, Pickering, York, Gent. Dec 31. Jackson, 
Hazren, Joun, Scraggicthorpe, York, Retired Farmer, Dec 31. 
ee Aus, Hatley, Stafford. Dec 6, Tennant and Co, 
‘Hirt, Sonn, Vairfeld, Liverpool. Dec 0, Whitley and Co, Liver. 
Himes, Eowsnp Hever, ss Riemenl, Surrey, Gent. Decl6. Pater- 


som and Co, 
Hiwpucnsn, "Putzewera, Harlow —_ Northumberland, Jan 2. 
40d, Sew 


25. 






aed Co, Warwick a, 
a ed, Miller, Jan 1. Toulmin and 


Jonnson, nt Aus, Spalding, Lincoln. Dec 14. Bonner and 
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Parrock, Saran, Shrewsbury. Dec 20. pore ag a 
Pris, Ricwarp, Wallop. Decl. Wilson and bury 
Pywz, Witt1am, Valmore, Passy, France, Gent. "Deo 20. Dixon and 
Bedford row 

ay Sorura Hazrrett, Walthamstow, Essex. Jani, Rams. 


Leadenhall st 


den. Austin 
Rexves, SaRan, ong ee Wilts. Dec 1, Wilson and Sons, Salis- 
— Anse. Claughton, Chester. Dec 15. Banks and Kendall, 
Swett, ED WARD SAMUEL, * George’s rd, Pimlico. Dec 11. Hop. 
good an and Co. itehall p’ 


SPEence, CATHARINE, ectea, York. Nov 27. Jackson, Malton 
Srawmay, WiLu1am, Barnsley, York, Surgeon. Jan 1. Horsfield, 


ley 
va Teint, Boundary rd, St. John’s Wood, Brush Maker. Dec 
P , Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 

Women "WILLIAM, Westbourne ter, Hyde park, Esq. Dec 24. 
Smith, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Vee pe mew meas Vach, Monmouth, Farmer. Dec 25. 

reenway and B way, ontypool 
[ Gazetie, Nov. 12.] 


Amsincx, Carottne, Norland sq, Notting hill, May 19. Finch and 

Co, Gray’s-inn-sq 

AxpErton, JoszPH, Northowram, Halifax, Gentleman. Feb 1. 

Emmett and Walker, Halifax 

Baxcuitp, Mary Annyzk, Paragon, Bath. Jan1. Fearon, Parliament 
st, Westminster 

Batsoy, AtrRED, Captain in Her +l an pom 8 107th Regiment of Foot. 
Dec 31. Baker and Nairne, Crosby sq 

Bennett, Rev Henry Leieu, Chertsey, Surrey. Jan 15. Bennett 
and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Boor, JouN Epxvean, Woolston, Southampton. Dec 24, Cam, 
New inn 

Brvucg, Jonny Cameron, Commander in Her Majesty’s Royal Navy. 
Jan1l. White and Co, Whitehall pl, Westminster 

Fariey, Witt1Am, Newton Abbot, Devon, Staff Commander, R.N. 
Dec 10, Francis and Co, Newton Abbot 

Gagner, Exvizaperu, Great Eaersden, Cambridge. Jan12, White- 


Cambridge 
Garnett, James, Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Contractor. Dec 15, 


Grandy and Co, Bury 

ees Cuanuzs, Liverpool, Gent. Nov 30. Lynch and Teebay, 

iverpool 

Jounston, Susanna, Ryde, Isle of Wight. Dec 30. Vincent, Ryde 

Jozt, AsuER, Plymouth, Jeweller. Dec 30, Pearse, Plymouth 

LEESE, Joux Witu1am, Guildford, Surrey, Esq. Dec 24. Stilwell, 
Dover 

Liypsay, Boome Cloudesley st, Islington, Dec 31. Markby 
and Co, Coleman st 

MircHett, Witt1am Woops, Arundel, Sussex, Newspaper Pro- 
prietor. Jani. Arnold and Cooper, Chichester 

a ine id GzorGx, Russell st, Covent Garden, Wine Merchant. 
Dec 24. ‘Tucker and Lake, Serle st, Lincoln’s inn 

Prrexs, Tuomas, Mintern st, Holton, Gent Dec 18, Parkes, Queen 
Victoria st 

SanpeMan, Gzorce Baxter, Market bldngs, Mincing lane, Colonial 


= nar Dec 7. Trinders and Curtis-Hayward, Bishopsgate st 

Within 

SHetpRakz, Jonny, Dedham, Essex, Builder. Dec 30. Goody and 
Son, Colchester 


SmatipaGs, Isatan, Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Jan 1, 
Artindale and Artindale, Burnley 


Sauirn, Greorez, Hartley Wintney, Southampton Gent. Dec 16. 
Bayley. , Basingstoke 

Svurroy, Louisa, Erskine st. Leicester. Dec 2 Harris, Leicester. 

Taytor, Henry, Hadlow, Kent, Wheelwright, Janl, Stenning, 
Tonbridge 

Wavup, Wiuu1aM, Bradford, York, Gent. Jan 1. Watson and 
Dickons, Bradford 

Wuirengap, Natuan, Kendal, Westmoreland, Gent. Jan 4 


and Wilson, Kendal 
——— Annz Mania, Paddocks, Worplesdon, Surrey. Dec 31. 


is, Usk 
[ Gazette, Nov. 16.] 


AnemEIEM, James Burt, Kingston-upon-Hull, M.D. Dec 31, Todd, 


BaseaGs, Susanna, Stoke, Devonport. Dec 31. Gard, Devonport 
Bariine, Rev Cuartus Harris Avurep, Brooke, Norfolk, Jan 10, 

Whites and Co, Wymondham, Norfolk 
Bass, Witt1am, Duffield, Derby, Esq. Jennings and Co, 
March 31. Pattison 


Burton-on-Trent 
Weston-super-Mare, Esq. 


ee Groner” 
and Co, vi oria, at 
, Rev JAMES Fong East Sheen, Surrey, Jan 1. Orowder 
Redpath and 


son 
Lincoln’s-inn-fie 
At, . Joun, Milverton. Warwick, Dec 31, 
Holdsworth, Bush lane 
a Partick, Liverpool, Stevedore, Dec 20, Quinn, Liver- 
nioex, Wttitam Txomas, Stoke Damerel, Devon, Painter, Dec 31. 
Whiteford and Bennett, Plymouth 
Baoews. eeeee, Inner Temple, Barrister-at-law, Q.0. Deco 31. 


Pyke arrott, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds 
Canten, Cuartis, Little Totham Hall, Kssox, Farmer, Dec 20. 
Digby and 


Jan 1, 


Evans, jon . 
Curnnvuun, Warren, Southwell, Nottingham, Draper, Jan 1, 
Kirk Southw Deo #1 


Cuinweny, Ae, Otten ee Kasox, Farmer, 
Andrewes and Co, Sudbu 

Capen, eee Perrystone,  Herotord, Keq. Doo 2, Ingram and 

Contuny, Klszanetn, Whitefield lane, Liverpool, Nov 90, Oliver 





(, 
Munton, Gronen, Lancaster, Hat Manufacturer, %, 
Broan and Co, tase tater Lyne 7 


ncoln’ s-inn- 
Canrt, Isswntia, Hill park crescent, Plymouth, Deo 31, Gard, 
Devonport 
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ANIELL, rae. Pritcnarp, Ne Monmouth. Jan 1, 
~ ’ co ; ? wport, 


pant Tew sg nen Bedford, nr Newmarket. Trainer of Race-h 
Dec 20. Ingram and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Denny, ARTHUR EDWIN, Leeds, Oil Merchant. Dec 31. Rider, 

Dec 25. Davenport and Co, 


Dotasting it Hastings, Hosier. 
Fast, > all Hibaldstowe, Lincoln, Retired Farmer. Dec 31, 


Howlett and Son, Kirton-in-Lindsey 

Fatpine, Joszrx Bennet, Chapeltown, nr Sheffield, Farmer. Dec 
20. Smith and Co, Sheffield 

FaLxneEr, ALEXANDER, Roseville, Halton, nr Leeds, Gent. Dec 31. 
Rider, Leeds 

Grnsor, Mary, Alverstoke, Sonthampton. Dec 31. Wilkinson and 
Drew, Bermondsey st 

Hatstzap, Roxsert, Whitworth, Rochdale, Farmer. Dec 13, 
Roberts, Rochdale 

arr a Exiza, Burnham, Eessex. Jan 1. Johnson, Lincoln’s-inn- 

Haemaaes, Roszrt, South Shields, Gent. Dec 1, Blair, South 

hie 

Hotcomsg, Francis, Aberystwith, Condionn, 8 a Brevet-Major in the 
Royal Artillery. Dec 31. Holcombe, High Holborn 

Howarp, Witiiam, Runcorn, Chester, Seewer. Dec 21. Davies 
and Co, ewig oe 

as oo JounN, hdale, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 13- Roberts, 

oc 
Lzvy, Czcm14, Mildmay grove, Dec 18, Bentwitch, Moorgate st 
Marxrm, Mary, Ashfield, Winshill, nr Burton-on-Trent, Jan 1. 


Jennings and Co, Burton-on-Trent 

Maw, Matruew, Manton, Lincoln, Esq. Dec3l. Howlett and Son, 
Kirton-in-Lindsey 

Mripptzton, NatHanret Somerset, Macclesfield, Chester, Slate 
Merchant. Dec 31. Barclay and Henstock, Macclesfield 

Pracocx, Frances Exizasetu, Highb' hn ye Tobacco 
Manufacturer. Dec 18. Smith and Son, 

Prenton, Margaret Evizasetu, Park pl, Peo teat eg Dec 20. 
Ingram and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Potticx, Soputa, Wrotham, Kent. Dec 31. Booty and Bayliffe, 
Raymond’s bldngs, Gray’s inn 

Rawiinson, Gzorce Romney, Graythwaite, Lancaster, Retired 
Lieut.-Col. of H.M.’s Dragoon Guards. Jan 1. Johnson, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields 

Rix, Joun, Wilby, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan17. Bignold, Norwich 

Surrn, Rev Witt1aM, Weymouth, Dorset. Dec 16. Paterson and 
Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Swirt, Saran, Pemberton, Lancaster, Common Brewer. Jan 1. 
Heald, Wigan 

Titty, James TvucxeEr, Flax Bourton, Somerset, Stock and Share 
Broker, Dec 11. Benson and Carpenter, Bristol 

TrELoar, THomas, Macaulay rd, Clapham, Esq. Dec 24, 
and Barnes, Sackville st 

Waiter, Ricnarp Tomas, Mollington, Oxford, Farmer. Dec 18. 
Kilby and Mace, Banbury 

—— Mag +n ae, Westmoreland. Dec 17. Little and 

Holtby, 


» Penrith 
wate, ouN, Dringhouses, York, Brickmaker. Jan 1. 
veers, Wit11am, Otley, York, Yeoman. Dec 3. Siddall, Otley 
[ Gazette, Nov. 19.] 


Burrows 





LEGAL NEWS. 


At the Central Criminal Court, on Tuesday, James George 
Tedder, described as a solicitor, pleaded guilty to indictments 
charging him with stealing £900, the money of Messrs, 
Richard Shaw, Bond, & Co., Fetter-lane, also to stealing 
cheques. He was sentenced to eighteen months’ hard labour, 


The Daily News understands that the old proposal for 
amalgamating the departments of Customs and Inland Reve- 
nue has again been revived, and that a committee, of which 
Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. John Holms are active 
members, is at present engaged in making the necessary 
inquiries as to the practicability of carrying out at an early 
date this long-projected scheme of administrative reform. 


The Pacifie Coast Law Journal says that a rising 
young attorney recently filed a petition for divorce for a 
temale client, and for cause therefor recited a number of acts 
of cruelty on the part of defendant, closing his declaration as 
eee: ‘¢That each and all of said acts were indulged 

defendant for the bp of injuring and destroy- 
pd er peace of mind, and her health and life, and that the 
same has done so.” 


It is stated that a solicitor in Limerick has been warned 
we ae member of the Land League not to take part in pro- 
8 againat tenants on ain of being ** Boycotted.” He 
jel his professional action on the ground that if the 
jocal solicitors @ did not undertake such duties the business 
would be transferred to Dublin solicitors, who would not 
spare the tenants; but the plea was not considered satis- 
factory, and the warning was repeated, 


Mossrs, Hunter & Downes write to the Times: “ We caa 





He 


bear out what Mr. Greening has stated with 
utter want of system in the custody of affidavits 
Ps chambers, In a case in which we were recently 
the drawing up of an order of considerable importance to 
our client was delayed for nearly a fortnight in uence 
of the loss of an affidavit which had been filed in of 
an application at chambers, and marked as read by the 
master in the indorsement upon the summons. After waiting 
two or three days while a fruitless search was instituted, we 
were ultimately compelled to carry in a farther affi- 
davit stating the facts, which, of course, entailed extra 
expense. Our common law clerk informs us that he has 
frequently wasted hours in seaching for affidavits which have 
been filed, but which for some days afterwards remained in a 
a bundle in the affidavit room at the Royal Courts 
of Justice.’ 


A proposed statute of Oxford University relating to the 
Vinerian Professorship of English Law was promulgated on 
the 23rd inst. by the Hebdomadal Council. It provides 
that the professor shall be elected by an electoral board 
consisting of the Chancellor of the University, the Lord 
Chief Justice of England, the Regius Professor of Civil 
Law, the Corpus Professor of Jurisprudence, and a person 
nominated on each occasion by All Souls’ College. He is 
to receive the annual proceeds of the trust estate of Mr: 
Viner’s foundation remaining after payment of the stata- 
tory emoluments of the scholars of that foundation, and he 
is also to be entitled to the emoluments appropriated to 
the professorship out of the revenues of All Souls’ College. 
As long as his totalincome from those sources does not 
amount to £700, itis t be augmented to that sum by an 
annual payment from the university chest. 


‘ll 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Co Masts 
i ite aah 
Monday, Nov. 29Mr. Teesdale Mr. PembertonMr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... 30 Farrer Ward Lathanr 
Wednesday, Dec.1 Teesdale Pemberton Leach 
Thursday .... Farrer Ward Latham 
PP ecescace 3 Teesdale Pemberton Leach 
Saturday .... 4 Farrer Ward Latham 
V.0.Bacom. V.C.Hass, ‘MM Juston 
Monday, Nov. 29Mr.Clowes Mr. an Mr. Jackson - 
Tuesday ...... 30 Koe Cobby 
Wednesday, Dec.1 Clowes . as Jacksor 
Thureday ce See Merivale Cobby 
Friday.....e0. 3 Clowes King Jackson 
iY bese 4 Koe Mervvale Cobby 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Nov. 30.—Mesars. Fvutuer & whens at the Bes.. 2 pm... 
Freehold Estate (see cheetiemenaal ov. 13, 
Dec, 1.—Messrs. Harvey & Daven at the’ Mart, » at 2 p.m., 
“ ag ee one Building Land (see advertisement, 
bay . 
a _ Kniaeurt, at the Mason’s Hall Tavern,. 
Basel ates, Hotel (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 6 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 
ef oy Nov. 23, at 9, Albany-street, Edinbargh, the wife 
of David d, ean of a son. 


Coox.—On Nov. 1 A Weptalign, Samy, the wife of Johan 
bine Apr ~~ w, of om 
Mansnatt.— Ov. es 5 seong 
Saran Oe vine Ge ox James Maral 
, of 
Stater.—On Nov. 18, at a. Kensington, W. 
the wife of ; Sra Keung, > 





Sram sates etn 
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MARRIAGES. 
~CHALMERS—McDONELL.—On Nov. 23, at St. Mary’s, Bryan- 
stone-equare, Patrick Henderson Chalmers, Aber- 
Se ionell, 


:47.—On Nov. 18, at Whiterashes, near Aberdeen, 
Francis Hugh Irvine, of the Inner Temple, barrister, to Mary 
Agnes, daughter of ae Senge of Barra. 


—. Nov. 4 at Ne Isle of ht, John Jack- 
ewpert Wight, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Ferpay, Nov. 19, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must — their proofs of a to the Registrar. 


Surrender in Londo: 
gc | 1 aaa Ni eo rd, Peckham. Pet Nov 18, Hazlitt. Dec 


Devi, ” aitred, and William Bayley, Channing’s bldgs, Clerken- 
well Green, Glass Bevellers, Pet Nov15. Brougham. Nov 30 at 


ll 
Hicks, Samuel, Dulwich rd, Dulwich, of no occupation. Pet Nov 
17. Brougham. Nov 30 at 12 


wen in the Country. 

Scotson, George Bri Holtby, near York, Railway Porter. Pet 
Nov 13. Perkins, York. Nov 30 at 12 

Ibbs, Robert Giles, Littlehampton. ees Schoolmaster. Pet Nov 
15. Jones, Brighton. Dec 1 

Rooney, Michael, Sydenham ar Croydon, Retired Merchant. Pet 
Ang 15. Rowland, Croydon. Nov 30 at2 

ge ny pe , Moses, Worle, Somerset, Farmer. Pet Nov3. Lovibond. 

at 1 
TvuzEspDayY, Nov. 23, 1880, 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must ~~ their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Legg, Albert, East Dulwich grove, Hop Merchant. Pet Nov 18. 
Hazlitt. Dec 8 at 11 
Willington, Henry, Earle — rd, Kensington, Physician. Pet 
Nov 19. Pepys. Dec8 atl 
To ~arbeell in the Country. 
Barons, Henry Lindon, Manchester, Lace Milliner. Pet Nov 19. 
Lister, Manchester. Dec 9 at 12 
—— Edwin, Liverpool, Builder. Pet Nov 18. Bellringer, 
. Dec6at 12 
Melmech Emmanuel, acre ® pace Retired Farmer. Pet 
Nov 18. Daw, Exeter. Dec 9 at 10. 
Whitley, Richard John, Sotharhomes: Lace Maker. Pet Nov 18. 
Speed, Nottingham. Dec 8 at 10.30 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


TvEspay, Nov. 19, 1880. 
_Lambart, Honourable Oliver George, Southend, Essex. Oct 19 
Lyons, Benjamin, Edgware rd, Tailor. Nov 16 
Oliver, Edwin Alfred, and J oseph Campbell, Gilesgate, Durham, 
Ale and Porter Merchants. Nov 16 
‘ , Robert Everitt, Colebrooke row, Islington, out of business. 
ov 16 
‘Thomas, Robert, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, solicitor. Nov 11 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF — 
Perpay, Nov. 19, 
Abbott, Charles, York, — | te Dee 2 at lat offices of Lee- 
man and Co, Coney st, ¥ 
Acton, Thomas, Chester, lj Dec 1 at 12 at offices of Moore, 
Upper Bank st, Warrington 
Allen, John, George Gwyn, and Llewellyn Davies, Swansea, Boat 
Builders. Nov 29 at Il at offices of Evans and Davies, Wind st, 


Swansea 
Allison, John, Newhiggin-by-the-Sea, Northumberland, Flour 
Dealer. Dec 1 at 1 at officesof Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, New- 


Eeeot Georg 
Almond. ge, White Horse street Stepney, Confectioner. Nov 27 
-@t 10.15 at 545, Commercial roac Hicks, Victoria-park 


Alsop, Fred Negus, Peterborongh, Northampton, Rope Maker. 
Dec a 12 at offices of Vergette and Buckie, oko, Market 2 st, Peter- 
Phe: 

Astin, Septimus, Hunslet, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Dec 1 at 2 at 
offices of Whiteley, Albion st, ‘Leeds 

= wir wes Jokn, Wilton, ‘Somerset, Carpenter. Dec 1 at 11 at 

Trenchard and Co, Hamnet st. Taunton 

pane Ooteg, Mile End rd, Butcher. Dec 3 at 3.at offices of Win. 
ean Lime st 

Beer, William, Penarth, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 90 at 11 at offices 
Of Morgan and Seott, High st, Cardiff 

Bentiey, Samuel, High Crom pone Fiton, Bury, Lancaster, 
Farmer. Dec 1 at 3 at offices ¢ Taylor and fon, Mawdsley street, 


Bolton 
Bird, William, , Beer Retailer. Dee 1 at 3 at’ offices of 
Duke. T row, i 
Biake, John , Wilts, Coal Merchant. Nov 29 at 12 at St 
panera Hotel 
jarne, Kawarl Jon, Worcester, Builder. Dec 3 at 12 at offices of 
rs 


Srees, 
1 John aa , Rotherham, York, ont of oceupation. Dee 
 - at , Church st, Rotherhan 





Brown, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Dec 6 
ae wo t rennuneen Galen chmbrs, Grainger 

Mincin; a hann eye wr Dec 7 at 12 
Mau Naw Bxchange bu Zs, bard st. Trinders 


woe een’ —— Nov 30 at 11 at offices of Howell, 
(homens yy ee yon ye aa bar Farmer. Dec6at 


pson and Taylo orcester 
Chapple, William Dyzon, and Robert YBamusl Be Batterby, Paradise rw 
rd, Boot and Shoe Manufacturers. Dec i3 at 2 at offices 
or 7 and Emanuel, Austin-friars 
Christmas, Charles, Guildf: ord, § Builder. Dee 1 at 2 at White 
Lion Hotel, Guildford. Durbidge, Guildford 
Clapham, Thomas, Fenwick, York, Farmer. Dec 2 at 11 at Swan 


Inn, Askern. Wright 
Clegg, Joseph, and Crowther, Birstal, York, Common 
Deo 7 at i e Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds, 


Brewers. 
Wooler and Wooler, Batley 

Clough, Frank, and Ghevensesi Shackleton, Wibsey, Bradford, York, 
Worsted turers. Nov 30at ll atoffices of Peel and Gaunt, 
Chapel lane Bradford 

Coakley, Joseph, and William Jackson, Manchester, Yarn Do ublers 
Dec 16 at 2 at offices of Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Collett, ick Henry, Birmingham, Grocer. Dec3 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Coode, Wi Croydon, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Nov 27 at 
x 90 at the Green Dragon Hotel, High st, Croydon. Dennis, 

roydon 

Cooke, Herbert, Wooddition, Cambridge, Innkeeper. Dec 7 at 11.30 
at the Rutland Arms Hotel, Newmar et. Fenn 

Cooney, Bernard, Coleman st, Lime and Cement Merchant. Nov 29 
at 3 at 4 Finsbury pavement, gate st. Hopkins, Finsbury 


pave 

Corby, ‘William a Northampton, Plumber. Dec 7 at 3 at offices 

of orthampton 

Derry, Tistcher onnin n-le-Heath, Leicester, Grocer. Dec 3 at 
3 at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Dice, John, Cumberland pl, Brixton rd, Builder. Dec 1 at 3 at the 
Mason’s Hall Tavern, n’s avenue, Basinghall st. Gregory, 
Cannon st 

= rat, Ernest, Gresham st, Merchant. Nov 27 at 12 at offices of 

, jun, Fenchurch Bt 

Easton, William, Leeds, Engineer. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of Simpson 
and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Fearnside, Joshua, and Jervis Benn, Leeds, Corn Millers. Nov 30 
at 3 at offices of Creditors’ Association, Park row. Leeds 

Fell, Joseph Crosbie, Crook, Durham, Contractor. Nov 30 at 11 at 
offices of Proud, Market pl, Bishop Auckland 

Field, William, Carisbrooke Park rd, Burgess hill, Builder. eal 1 
at 12 at offices of Champion, Northgate house, Pavilion, Brighton 

Foley, Edward, Birkenhead, Beerhouse keeper. Dec 6at 3 at offices 
of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Fookes, Eli, Southsea, Military Pensioner, Dec 6at 3 at offices of 
Casey, St George’s sq, Portsea. Feltham, Portsea 

Gillbanks, William, Barrow-in-Furness, out of business. Dec 4 at 
11 at offices of Lowe, Mount pleasant, Liverpoo! 

Green, William Henry, Kingsdown, Bristol, Builder. Nov 27 at 12 
at offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Ayre. Bristol 

Hackett, Charles Aquila, Birmingham, Grocer. Nov 30 at 12 at 
offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Hadfield, Joseph Edward, Widnes, Lancashire, oe Dec3 
at lat offices of Lowe, ‘Mount pleasant, Live 

Hall. James Ridley, and William Henry Hall, Soaiiies — -Tyne, 
Merchants. Nov 30 at 1 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood 
st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Harrison, Thomas, Golcar, nr Huddersfield, Builder. Nov 25 at 3 at 
offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 

Harwood, George Fisher, Wells at, Falcon sq, Collar Manufacturer, 
Nov 29 at 2 at offices of Philp, Walbrook 

Haslam, Samuel, Bolton, Lancashire. Beerseller. Nov 24 at 3 at 
offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Hawkins, Thomas, Birmin, ry 7 Bicycle Manufacturer. Dec 8 at 
1,30 at offices of Harris, Moor st, Birmingham 

Hedge, Marshall, Thetford, Norfolk, Hairdresser. Dec 7 at 12 atthe 
Anchor Hotel, Thetford, Mason, *Methwold, Brandon 

Jackson, James Thomas, Carnarvon, Photographer. Dec 8 at 11 at 
offices of Rees, Castle st, Carnarvon 

Jackson, William Samuel, ’Birmin am; Coal Dealer. Dec 2 at 12at 

offices of Hodgson and Haigh, aterloo st, Birmingham 

Kilham, Frederich, Tyd St Giles, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 8 at 11 
at offices of Welchman and Carrick, Crescent, Wisbech 

Kemp, Alfred Mayhew, or lane, Hastcheap, Commission t. 
Dec 1 at 3 at offices of Lea and Brocklesby, Water-lane, Great 
Tower st 

ae William, Southampton, Hotel Proprietor. Dec 1 at lla 

ce of Whittaker, Sussex rd, Southampton, Staniland, South- 

ampton 

Knott, Richard, Manchester, Provision Merchant. Dec 1 at 3 
of the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, Manchester. Stevenson, Man- 
chester 

Knowles, Robert, Cartmel, Lancaster, Farmer. Nov 30 at 1,90 at the 
am ogg mesg Carnforth. Jackson, Ulverston 


Lewis an Llewellyn, Cardiff, "Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 6 
at td at of Collins, Brond st, Bristol. Morgan and Scott, 

Lindlg ag Manchoster, Calico Pfinter. Dec 9 at 3 at 
w”, ge wt, Manchoster, % r and Son, Manchester 


Lister, Thornas, sty ey li , Farmer. Dec 6 at 12 at the Fal. 
con Inn, Boston. 

Lucas, Thomas, Khepperton, Builder. Deo 19 wt 11 ab offloes of 
Greenfield and Abbott, Queen Victoria st 

Manzanons, Pedro, and M iguel Cristobal, Cardiff, Tron Ore Merchants. 
Dec 10 at 1 at offices of Tribe and Co, Moorgate st bldgs, Moor- 
gate st. Ingledew and Co, Cardiff 

Maunders, Robert, aring. Herts, Baker, Dec 8 at 11.90-nt offices of 
Bullock and Ponny, Great Berkhamstend 
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bec , John, = a eres ee oe ne Aree 


Ma; ‘ames, Brenchley, Farmer. Dec 8 at 3 at the Star 
‘aaynird, James B Gochata and + Seow Tonbridge 
, Thomas, Rock Chester, Manager. Dec 2 at2 at 
offices of Fowler, Cable st, 
Michael, Leon, St George st, St ea 's-in-the-East, ae. Nov 


29 at 3 at offices of Wormwood st, Old Broad 

eee, Soe eee Notting hill, Builder. Dec Lat 10 at 
Ne Matta, Chars Wi wardens Reo ihe lig 
eesom. m. ‘eesom, 
and Leeds, Provision Merchants. Dec 2 


Nettleton, John, n, Stanley, ear ke, at para Tan id, Brickla: er. Nov 90 at $ 
at offices of Barrett and Senior, Word tt, hes 

Newbury, Edward Walter, Angel lane, Y cottes house 
Keeper. Nov 29 at 2 at offices of Hopkins. Finsbury pavement 

Newey, Mary Dudley, Worcester, Confectioner. Dec 3 at 11 
at offices of Whitehouse, jun, Castle st, Dudley 

Hants, out of a Dec 3 at 4 


st, Portsea 
Norton, Ms Brown, Balai! Heaths Worcester, Beer/Retailer. Dec 
ices of Perry, Ann st, Birmingham 
ere James, Todmorden, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Dec 3 
ere 30 at Lord Nelson Inn, Cheapside, Todmorden. Hodgson, 
ley 


Owens, William, and John Harris, Higher Tranmere, Builders, Dec 
3 at 11 at offices of Knowles, Cook st, Liverpool 

Pain, Thomas, Margate, Kent, Fruiterer. Dec 6 at 4 at offices of 
Parry, Union row, Mar; 

Painter, William, Boscomb Park Estate, nr Bournemouth, Builder. 
Deo 4at 3 at offices of Trevanion, Branksome terrace, Bourne- 
mou! 


Parker, Alfred, Southport, Lancaster, Share Broker. Dec 1 at 3 at 
31, London sty Southport. Scott and Ellis 
Parker, Thomas, Whitchurch, Salop, Farmer. Nov 30 at 11 at offices 
of Roberts, Union st, Crewe 
Pattison, Edward. Stockton-on-Tees, Bacon Dealer. Nov 30 at 12 
at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Pemberton, Edward, Congleton, Chester, Sugar Boiler. Dec 3at 11 
at offices of Cooper, Park st, Congleton 
Pickin, James, Wolverhampton, Boot Manufacturer, Dec 1 at 11 at 
offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Price, Thomas, Crewe, Chester, Poulterer. Nov 29 at 11 at offices of 
Pointon, Albert chbrs, Church side, Crewe 
Proctor, Daniel, Horton, Stafford, Farmer. Dec 3 at 11.30 at 12, 
Cheapside, Hanley 
Radcliffe, James, Huddersfield, Packing Case Manufacturer. Dec 
2 at 3 at offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 
Reynolds, Alfred, Ilford, Essex, Farmer. Dec 3 at 13 at offices of 
Crump and Son, m, Philpot lane 
— rtin, Ji ham, Tailor. Nov 29 at 11 at offices of 
y, Clayton st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Rowles hook not Rowland as erroneously printed in last Gazette) 
Conolly, Stockbridge, York, Surgeon. Nov 26 at 3 at offices of 
Binney and Co, Queen st chbrs, Sheffield 
Russell, Charles,-Tisbary, Wilts, Blacksmith. Dec 4 at 3 at offices 
of Rutter, Bell st, Shaftesbury 
Ruslell, John Blaylock, and Archar Joseph, Russell, Crompton rd, 
Penge, Grecers. Nov 30 at 2 at offices of Warmington, Gresham 
bldgs, ” Basinghall st 
Sadler, ‘Samuel, Burton-upon-Trent, Iron Merchant. Dec 3 at 12 at 
offices of Argyle and Sons, Gungate st, Tamworth 
Salt, Sidney, Cutthorpe, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Dec 10 at 3 
at offiles o Gee, High street, Chesterfield 
ey Vero Kenhall, Cecil st, "Strand, Gent. Dec 10at3 at offices 
Davis, Conduit 'st, Bond st 
Sly, Charles, Gt Quebec st, Marylebone rd, Grocer. Nov 30 at 11 at 
offices of Butterfield, Ironmonger-lane 
Smith, Francis, Tipton, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 26 at 11 at 
offices of Forrest, Chure st, Oldbury 
Smith, Henry, Mountain Ash. nr Aberdare, Contractor. Dec 2 at 12 
at offices of Beddoe, Canon st, Aberdare 


“Snell, Henry, Laverthorpe, York, Beerhouse keeper. Dec 6 at 11 at 


offices of Wilkinson, St Helen's sq, York 

Stephenson, Milman’s st, Chelsea, Builder. Dec 7 at3 at the Can- 
non st, Hotel, Cannon st. Boxall and Boxall, Chancery lane 

Strafford, Edmund, Kingston-npon-Hull, Corn Factor. Dec 6 at 3 
at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston- upon-Hull. Wood- 
house, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Stroud, Charles, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Japanner. Dec 7 at 11.30 
at offices of Dent and Son, Darlington st, Wolv erhampton 

Stroud, Sidney Frederick, York, atter. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of 
Josolyne and Co, King st, Cheapside. Crumbie, York 

Sutcliffe, Henry, Bacup. Leicester, Beer Dealer. Dec 2 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Newchurch rd. Bacup 

plin, George ges 3-4 New: wpa Essex, Clerk in Holy Orders. 

Deo 7 at 11 at offices of Wade, ffron Walden 

Thomas, John jab weg" Dowiais, Seana, Grocer. Dec 3 at1l 
at 48, Glebeland st, M poses) Ba Lewis 

Thompson, William, Lo ahek: Northampton, Boat Builder. 
Dee 3 at 11 at offices of Britten and Brown, St Giles’s sq, North- 
ampton 

Thomson, John, Llangollen, Denbigh, Accountant. Deo 2 at 12 at 
Lion Hotel, ay st, Wrexham, James, Corwen 

Thomson, Robert, Li verpool, out of ~~ ae Deo 2 at 11 at offices 
of Grace and —, Cook st, Liverpoo: 

Vaughan, Edward iddieton aie Dalston, Commercial 
‘Traveller, pend Air ces of Podmore me Harte, Moorgate st 

Vonle, Thomas coreg Newquay, Cornwall, Boot and Shoe Man. 
ufacturer, Deo 6 at 12 at often t Whivteld, St Columb 
White, Charles, the elder, and Theses W hite, ‘Lincoln, Cork Sock 
ar on Deo 6 at 2,30 at offices of Toynbee and Co, Bank 


Viieoen, 8 Samuol, Molesworth, Northampton, Licensed Victualler, 
Dee 7 ab 1 at King’s Arms Tun, Thrapstone, Hunnybun and 
Sons, Huntingdon 


Wilkinson, Samuel, Leicester, Sp Se 6 Cae a 
I , Buckby, Millstone lane, Leicester 
Willett, Grey, Rosherville Gardens, Refreshment Con- 


Wilson, Edwin Christopher, Adderbury East, Oxford, out of business. 
Wonibourne, James, Kingsley, Hants, gr Engineer 
urne, James, > Agricultural . Nov 
29 at 2 at Swan Hotel, Alton. and 
ie ee eae Dec 3 at 10.30 at offices OF Martin, 
A agg =v Ipswich 
w aietibow w Payne, Hast Derchem, No rfolk, Seedsman. Dec i at 
TL30 et offices Chittock and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 


Tuxspay, Nov. 23, 1890. 

Aitchison, Thomas, and Andrew a 2 Portland yd, St John’s 
Wood, Builders. Dec 10 at 5 at Tilley and Soames, ury pave- 
ment 

Andrews, James, Kinnersley, Hereford, Farmer. Dec 8 at 11 at 
offices of James and Bodenham, St Peter st, Hereford 

A a Dec 6 at 2 at offices of Solomon, 

g si 
Bartlett, Pa ogy Coln, St Denis, nr Northl Gloucester, 
Butcher. Dee 2 at 12 at offices of Potter, Northfield House, North 
pl, Cheltenham 

Beaty, Adam,:Duffenhood, Northumberland, Shoemaker. Dec 6 at 
2 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st. Newcustle-u 

Benson, Thomas Ryton, Chandos rd, Stratford, Shirt 
Dec 14 at 12 atoffices of Bryce aud Co, Guildhall chambers, Basing- 
hall st. May, Bishopsgate st Without 

Beresford, Wiliam, Birmingham, Brush Manufacturer. Dec l4at 3 


Bicknell, Thomas Harrison. High st, Old tford, Grocer. Dec 3 
at 2 at offices of Creditors’ ’ Association, Arthur st East. Carter 
and Bell, Eastcheap 

Bonehill, Thomas hawie Leamington Priors, Stonemason. Dec 4 at 
12 at offices of Overell nell and Son, Warwick st, Priors 

Boulton, William Henry, East Acklam, York, Farmer. Dec 7 at 3 
at offices of Dale, Blake pn York 

Bowcock, Thomas, jun, and Richard Wilde. Birkenhead, Stone- 
masons. Dec 1 at 3 at offices of Leeming, Duncan st, Birkenhead. 
Thompson, Birkenhead 

Bowker, John Thomas, B! 
offices of Holland, —— 

Brett, George Richard, — rd, Fancy paw Dealer. 
Dec 1 at 4 at offices of Goatly, Westminster 

Brighton, Richard, Edgware rd, Builder. Dec ous at offices of 
Reynolds, Furnival’ Ss inn, Holborn 

Broome, John Dark, Greenwich, Provision Merchant. Nov 19 at 4 
at the Legal and Mercantile e Association, 23, Borough High st. 
Harris, Lower Kennington lan 

Brown, Aaron, and Alfred er = Sheerness, Fruiterers. Dec 7 
at 2 at the Sun Hotel, High st, Chatham. W: inch, Chatham 

Brown, George, Bedford te: terrace, Fulham, Builder. Dec 15 at 3 at 
offices of Heathfield and Son, Lincolns’s inn fields 

Brown, William Herry, 8t Neots, Huntingdon. Dec 15 at 11 at 
offices of Wade-Gery, New st, St Neots 

Burrowes, Thomas Robert, Cold Overton, Leicester, Clerk in Holy 
ee Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, 

icester 

Buxton, Maria, Stafford,Grocer. Dec 8 at 12 at North Western 
Hotel, Stafford. Robinson, Eccleshill 

Charlesworth, William, Nottingham, Builder.Dec 17 at 3 at offices of 
Lees, Severn chambers, Middle pavement, N: 

Clough, Thomas, Leeds, Mill Furnisher. Dec 6 at 2 at offices of 
Butler and Middlebrook, Park sq, Leeds 

Collins, Henry ae Stourbridge, Worcester, Stone Mason. Nov 
29 at 10 at offices of Prescott, Stourbridge 

Cooper, William, Norwich, Watchmaker. Dec 10 at 12 at Guildhall 
Coffee house, Gresham st. Sadd and Linay, Norwich 

Cox, Henry, Maysoule terrace, Battersea, Grocer. Dec 8 at 3. atoffices 
of Daniel, Bedford row 

Crampton, Archibald Henry, Dorset st, Islington, Wheelwright. 
Dec 6 at 3 at offiees of Parkes, Queen Victoria st 

Craven, Walter, Oxton, Chester, Accountant. Dec 1 at 2 30 at offices 
of Oliver and Co, Cook st, Liverpool 

Crase, Thomas, Liverpool, Builder. Dec 9 at 2 at offices of Davies, 
the Temple, Dale st, Liverpool 

Cryer. John, Ashton-under.Lyne, Cotton Spinner. Dee 7 at 12 at 
Old Townhall, King st, Manchester. Cobbett and Co, Manchester 

Dixon, Thomas, Harton, York, Schoolmaster. Dec 4.at 12 at offices 
of Crumbie, Stonegate, York 

Doig, William, Nicholas lane, Licensed Victualler. Dee 4 at 3 at 
offices of Shearer, Basinghall st, Proctor and Andrews, Princes 
st, Spitalfields 

Down, Frederick, High st, Upper Sydenham, Boot. and Shoe Maker. 
Dec 14 at 12 at ‘1s, Waitroke Rumney 

Durham, Charles, Vernon Cochrane, Barton Grindrod, and William 
Hector, Manchester, Merchants. Dec 3 at Sat B Committee Room, 
Old Townhall, — st, Manchester, Sale and Co, Manchester 

Eades, Ming: Rushall near Walsall, Stafford, Viotealler. 
Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

East, Wiltiam, jun, Great Gransden, Huntingdon, Farmer. Dee 4 

at Sat 9, Benet st, Cambridge. Symonds 
Farmer, Dee éat 12 


lackburn, out of business. Dee 8 at 3 at 
Blackburn 


Biwards, William, Waterbeach, Cambrid 
at offices of Ellison and Co, Alexandra st, Nor ag Caml 

Ellacott, William, St place, Brixton, Job 
Maullen’s Hotel, eens lane. Wilson and og © 

yy Joseph, Goswell China Dealer. Deo 2 


bkigs 
Argyll si, 
tat. Rashleigh, h 





High st 
Valroern, William, Guisborough, — Wine Merchant. Dee 9 at | 
at offices of Buchanan, Townhall, Market place, ——? 
) Finney, Samuel, Longton, Stafford, Furniture Dealer, Nov 2@.at 11 
at offices of Clarke and a Hawley, Chureh st, 
Fox, Edward, Woodville terrace, West Kensington, Stonemason, 
Dee 8 at 12 at offices of Mote, Walbrook 
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Fletcher, William, Greenwich, Ripley, Derby, Common Brewer 
Nov 30 at 11.30 at the Bell Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Cursham, 


Ripley 
Foyser, James Lee, ele Hatt Norfolk, Wine Merchant. Nov 
at 12 at tho. Norfolk Hotel, St. Giles st, Norwich. Palmer, 


fssex st, tran 
Franks, J Dec 7 at 12 at offices of Shires, 


oshua, Iniceater, Draper. 
Market st, Leicester 
Freer, George, Oadby, Leicester, Milkman. Nov 29 at 11 at offices 
of Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Leicester 
French, ba mag Gi, leswick, York, Joiner. Dec 4 at 11 at offices 
of Drayshaw, Se’ 
John, Penrith, Cumberland, Hosier. Dec 13 at 3 at the 
Salutation Hotel, Victoria rd, Penrith. Cant, Penrith 


Gibbs, Thomas, Judd st, Euston rd, Provision Merchant. Dec 6 at 
2 at offices of Bird, Bedford row 
Gill, Thomas Richard etl Taunton, Somerset, Whitesmith. Dec 


1 at 11 at offices of Edwin Wotton and Co, East st, Taunton. 

anus and eal Taunton Des a 
peg tee wwe G Worcester, Farmer. 13 at 12 at offices 
of New & Co, Ev 


Greenhow, Josep! Marypart, Cumberland, Joiner. Dec 7 at 11 at 
offices of Collin, Kirby st, Maryport 
er ng James Nathaniel, Manchester, Veterinary Surgeon. Dec 6 
eB at Grosvenor Hotel, , Deansgate, Manchester. Hill, Man- 
Hemmings, William, Standlake, Oxford, Baker. Dec 7 at 2 at offices 
of Kilby and Mace, West st, Chipping Norton 
Heyworth, Edward , Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. Dec 6 at 3 at 
ware of Gordon; Bank st, Bradford 
Hibberd, Edwin Henry, Kingsomborne, Hants, Baker. Dec 3 at 2.30 
at White wend Hotel, Romsey. Bailey and White, Winchester 
Clifton ter, Clapham, Greengrocer. Dec 13 at 3 
40, Southampton bldgs, Holborn. Cooper, Chancery lane 
Holliday, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Beer Retailer. Dec 3 at3 at 
offices of Tweedy, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Honer, George, Shrewsbury, Salop, Artificial Manure Merchant. 
Dec 6 at 3 at offices of Clarke and Sons, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Hornsby, Thomas, Weardale, Durham, Grocer. Dec 8 at 12 at Turf 
—_ Collingwood st, Newcastle- -npon- -Tyne. Proud, Bishop 


iby, John, Burton, Chester, Farmer. 
ompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
Jackson, Herbert Evelyn, eames rd, Victoria pk, Fur Skin 
Dresser. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Munns and Longden, Old Jewry 
Jackson, Thomas George, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Dec 3 at llat 
offices of Peet, Colmore row, Birmingham 
es Albert, Fann st, Baker” Dec 1 at 3.30 at offices of 
Eves and Sons, Mark lane. Palmer, Charles sq, Hoxton 
Jones, Daniel, Llanfairfechan, Carnarvon, Shoemaker. Nov 26 at 
11 at offices of Hughes and Pritchard, Bangor 
Jones, Wi Castellmawr, Lianon, Carmarthen, Farmer. Dec 6 
at 11 at offices of Howell. Stepney st, Llanelly 
Kekwict, Robert, Sunderland, Surgeon Dentist. Dec 6 at 11 at offices 
—— "John st, Sunderland 
King, John Thomas, emouth, Southampton, Veterinary Sur- 
geon. Dec7 at 3 at offices of Preston, Observer chambers, Albert 
Bournemouth 


rd, 
Lee, John, Fiskerton, near Newark, Nottingham. Farmer. Dec 3 at 
11.30 at offices of Parsons and Bird, Eldon chmbrs, Nottingham 
, Louis, ester, Waste Merchant. Dec liat 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw ard Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
William igh, > York. Cabinet "Maker. 


Nov 29 at 3 at offices of 


_ Dec 13 at 2 at 
Dec 6 


Lunt, Samuel, aud John Oakley, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Brown 
Ware Manufacturers. Dec 1 at 11 30 at offices of Sword, Cheap- 


, Hanley 
, Arthur, Cambridge, Taylor. Dec 9 at 3 atoffices of Turner, 
&t Andrew’ s st, Cambridge 
McEune, Robert, and Michael —— McEnune, Gateshead, Durham, 
Provision Merchants, 2 at 1 at offices of Hoy le and Co, 
Collingwood st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Morgan, John, Skewen, ur Neath, Glamorgan, Bootmaker. Dec 4 

at 11 at offices of Davies, Alma pl, Neath 


Morrish, Charles, Eeechholme terrace, Upper Clapton, Fancy 
Dec 6 at 12 at offices of lelbeny on and Co, Cheapside. 
PB Lowe 


nr Wisheach, Cambridge, Farmer. ae 6 at 
at 12 at offices of fuihingwon and Simpson, Bargate Bostc 

Wi Lan , Provision Dealer. Dec 7 at 
li at offices of Ascroft, Cannon at, Preston 
orwood, William, and James Norwood, Eton, Buckingham, Coach 
Builders. Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Barrett’ and and Dean, High st, 


Oakley, John, Shelton, met, maga Dec 1 at 12.30 at 


cfices A wo Cheapside, Hanley 
Arthur, Lianliwchaiarn, ~ ge’ General 
6 at 1290 at the hy He Shrewsbury, 
Nov 90 


ww 


ah 


Williams and Co Newtown 
Owen, Palace rd, Sanita Bosieon. 
at 3 at tices ae, 8 at agg pl, a . 
illiaza, ® at 11 at 
— as Guan amen. i tnugineer. Nov offices 


Harker, Thomas, sen hee ow — 
orcester, stable Keeper. Dec 8at12 
at offices of Hi sins st, Worcester 
Parry, Thomas, Neston > ee, Dec 7 at 2 at offi of 
Paden intl ear Liverpool oe 
AL A ccna Byaney m, Poplar, Grocer. Nov # at4 
Holborn, tant North rd, Hi gate 


Piokering Seiten upon Hail, . Decd at 3 at 
Kingston upon Hull 
nae Slee ne Vattersen, pk rd, Grocer, Dec 7 at 2 at 


Soten pene, ate oe 
Joa) Merchant, Dec 3 at 3 at offices 


er Bi Albhom wt, Leos 


Platt. William Henry, Hollinwood, capaotes, Sel Builder. Nov 29 at 4. 
at the King’s arms Hotel, Yorkshire st, O 

ewcastie-under-L iyme, vce Dec 4 at llat. 

Newcastle-under- 

iverpool, Chair Manufacturer. Dec 7 at 3.at 

offices of Smith and Son, Newington, Liverpool 

Radford, John, Clown, Derby, Grocer. Dec 3 at 12 at offices of 
Whall, Bridge st, Worksop 

Raine, Charles, East Park, near Witton Park, Durham, Farmer, 
Nov 29 at 11 at offices of Maw, jun, Bishop ‘Aucklan d 

Ramsay, John Taylor, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coal Merchant. Dec 
9 at 11 at the Incorporated Law Society, Royal Arcade, Newcastle- 
—— Hodge and Westmacott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Rayner, William, Besson st, New Cross, Carpenter. Dec 3 at 3 at 
offices of Marchant & Co, George yard, Lombard st 
ichardson, John, and John Joseph Richardson, Kettering, North- 
ampton, Builders. Dec 6 at 12 at the Royal Hotel, etterin . 
Lamb and Strin; oo Neg ton J 

Roberts, David, Ruabon, Denbigh, Innkeeper. Dec 6 at 2 at the- 
Wynnestay Arms Hotel, Ruabon. Hignet, Shrewsbury 

Roberts, John, Waterloo rd, Lambeth, General Ironmonger. Dec 3: 
at 3 at Southampton buildings, Holborn. Cooper, Caen =e 

Rotherham, Thomas, Nortoft, Northampton, Farmer. Dec 9 at 12 
at offices of Macquire and Terry, St Giles st, Northampton 

1, Confectioner. 


et Eee Laver Dec 7 at 2.30 at offices of 
‘ook st, Liverpool 


Russell, Robert, Live: 
Brabner and Court, 
Ryall, William, Rezare, Cornwall, Farmer. Dec 11 at 2 at White 
Hart Hotel, Launceston. Luxton and J ohnstone, Tavistock 
Sanders, John, and Thomas Sanders, amagrere rd, Builders. Dec 
9 at 1 at Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn. Goatly, Westminster bg rd 
Scampton, Thomas, Syston, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Nov 
25 at 12 at offices of by and Battiscombe, Market pl, Tahieer 
, Colyton, Devon, Watchmaker. Dec 6 at 12 at 


oe, Huddersfield, Ropemaker. Nov 25 at 11 at offices of 
Milnes and Swift, New st, Huddersfield 

Shaw, Daniel, Latymer rd, Notting Hill, Slater. Dec 1 at 2 at 
offices of Pannell and Co, Basinghall st. Harrison, Pancras lane, 
Queen Victoria st 

Silk, Edward William, Ball’s Pond rd, Licensed Victualler. Dec 6: 
at 3 at offices of Boult and Woollan, Ni ewgate st. Furber, Gray’s- 
inn-sq 

Py George, Oxford, Bootmaker. Dec 2 at 12 at the Liberal 
Hall, New Inn, Hall st. Bickerton, Oxford 

Simpson, Samuel, Stonham Aspall, Suffolk, vaees, Dec 3 at 12 
at Pearce’s Rooms, Princes st, Ipswich. Hill Ipswich 

Smith, Charles, Cropthorne, Worcester, Farmer. Dec 9 at 12 at 
offices of New and Co, Bridge st, Evesham 

Smith, Isaac, St Thomas the ‘Apostle, Devon, Innkeeper. Dec 6 at 
11 at offices of Richard Southcott, Post Omce st, Bedford circus, 
Exeter. Hartnoll 

Smith, James Traynor, Gateshead, Durham, Painter, on 3 at 3 at 
offices of Clark, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon- 
~—e. Ann, Burwell, Cambridge, Farmer. 9 at “i at the 

hite Horse Inn, Burwell. Fenn, Newmarket 

Smyth, Thomas Casburn, Burwell, Cambridge, Farm Bailiff. Dec 
9 at 11.30 at the White Horse Inn, Burwell. Fenn, Newmarket 

Stanaway, Richard, Boothen, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stonemason. Dec 
6 at 11 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under- Lyme 

Sterry, Winter, Birmingham, Wholesale Fruiterer. Dec 3 at 3 at. 
Be Inn, Lower Barton st, Gloucester. Parr, Birmingnam 

Stewart, Thomas Moulton, Liverpool, out ¢ business, Dec 11 atl 
at offices of Nordon, Victoria st, Liverpoo 

re Joseph, Gerrard st, Soho, Im Im — of French Provisions.. 
ja Awe 2 at Bitices of Goldberg and gdon, West st, Finsbury 

Dec 6 at 3 at 


Sullivan, James, Birkdale, Lancaster, Bootmaker. 
offices of Threlfall, London st, Southport 

Sweeting, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stonemason, Dec 10 at 3at 
offices «tt Martinson, Exchange pldgs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston- 
upon- 

Symonds, Erasmus John, Ardwick, Manchester, Milliner, Dec 13 
at 3 at 20, Cross st, Manchester. Lambert 

Thomson, Tose oseph Charles, Burton-on-Trent. Plumber. Nov 26 at. 
12 at 191, Station st, Burton-upon-Trent, ilson 

Thorne, William Charles, Abercarne, Monmouth,,Boot and Shoo 
Maker. Dec 2 at offices of Parsons High st, Bristol, In lieu of 
place Pap vane 4 named 

a ryt seorge, Chesterton, near Newcastle-under-Lyme, Grocer. 
Dec 4 at 3 at offices of James, Nelson sq, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Turton, George, Manchester, pasa. Nov 30 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson, Kennedy st, Mancheste 

Upton, Lewis Leadenhall st, lewdier. Dec 9 at 3 atgoffices of Brot 
and Co, Leadenhall st. Bradley, Mark lane 
ernon, ge, Newtown, Chester, Butcher, Dec 10 at 3 at offices. 
06 Hilis, Newgate st, Chester 

Wallace, ’Wilkinson Barrow-in- Furness, Contractor. Nov 30 at 11 

at tde Trevelyan Temperance Hall, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness, 

Sims, ee igh ® et nang 


Walters, age General Shop Keeper. Dec 4 at 
12 at the t Hote ‘Broad st Broad st, Bristol 
Walton, Heory, 8 mall Heath, B irmingham, Baker. Deo 3 at 3 at 


offices of Duke, Ten le row wOirmiagber 
, Durham, Blacksmith, 
Asher, Manor pl, ’Sunderlan 
Weatherhead, Caroline Martha, Patel 
€ at 12.80 at offices of ——— and . en Ripon 
Weeew, oes A Charles, Taunt Auctioneer, Dec 6 at 
11 at offices of Reed Qed Cook, Paul ou Ta Tdanton 
Vara ——_ ae Surrey, Baker. Deo7 at 11 at offices. 


whiting, ile n, High st, William Tombs, Bitton, Gloucester,. 
Dec 3 at 12 at offices of Clifton anf Carter, Broad st,. 


Deo 6 at 12 at 
ridge, York, Grocer, Deo 


Bristol 
babar mg oie ce cates, Holwell, Leicester, Foréman of an Iron 


at offices of Barker, jun, Shorard st, Molton. 
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Williamson, Peter, Salford, Lancaster, Fetes ond Witney. Bae 
6 at 1] at offices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, 


Wilson, James, East India avenue, seeews st, a Dec 
18 at'2 at offices of Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston buildings, 
Wilson, John, near Bradford, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 

Dec Sat 3 a: ofices of Browning, Queen’s gate Bradford 
Charl . Sussex, Grocer. Dec 7 at 1 at offices 
buildings, Basinghall; st. Verrall, 


Woodruff, Walter, Barnsley, York, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Dec 7 at 
3 at 19, Regent si Sermier. Dibb and Co 
ork, William, and Zacariah York, Oldbury, Worcester, Builders. 
Dec : 10 at 11 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Facyity pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breaktast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c,, and IN REALITY CH&APER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a haJfpenny. 

CocoaTiIna A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
=. Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 

H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 


SURGEON DENTIS7, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 


Will be gladto orward his Pampblet on Painless Dentistry, free, 
enclosed by post, which explains the most unique systera of the adjust- 
ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 


CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 


EDE AND S50N 


ROBE Sap MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
AW PARTNERSHIP WANTED.—A Barrister, 


twelve years’ standing, Equity Draftsman and Conveyancer, 
Auth or of a well-known treatise, desires to obtain a Partnership in 
an Established Firm of Solicitors, town or country, Can bring in 
Capital. Highest references given.—Address, 8. H., Barrister, 
** Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 52, Carey-street, W.C. 


LAY PUPIL WANTED, by a Conveyancing 

Barrister practising in the West of England, to read for Ex- 
amination or generally.—Refer to Richarp Amer, Law Bookseller, 
Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, W.C. 


A SOLICITOR, just ‘commencing Business in 
London, wishes to tako Joint Offices, and share _— 
= another Solicitor. —Apply, G., 18, Southampton-street, B 
bury. 





























SOLICITOR, just commencing Business in 

London, would be glad to act as Clerk to a country firm of 

ag desirous of opening an office in London without incur. 

the risk and expense of Rent, Salaries, &o. mi Fists 

per annum, or according to amount of work done rst-class 

pe od dl to former employer and counsel.—X., care of Mosars, 
Reynell & Son, #4, Ol Chancery-lane. 





eee Oe 


N Engagement i is open to a Solicitor to proceed to 
Bombay for a Term or Partnership, as may be 1 upon, 
~Apply in the first instance by letter, with full particulars, stating 
age and experience, to Moasrs, Larrey & Haxt, 16, Devonshire- 
square, Bishopagate, 


ANTED, b y 8 Solicitor lately admitted, a Clerk. 
ship in a wo Dcetathished tow nor country firm, where Ex- 
perience may bo guinod,—Address, F,, 120, Gower-street. 











W. MAXWELL & SON’S List of New Law 
Books. 
Ni Ready, Third Edition, 8vo, pri cloth. 
MAcLa GHLAN'S LAW of MEROHANT SHIP- 
PING.—A Treatise on the Law of Merchant Shi ng. By 


a i MACLACHLAN, M.A., of the Middle Temple, At 
We 








therecn ; ‘the 1 Bank- 
raptcy yee 1869, yt the Debtors Acts, 1869 and 1878; including the - 
Rules, Orders, and Forms. Illustrated ated by Notes of all the important 
Decisions thereon; with careful Cross References and a — 
ag By F. PITT: TAYLOR, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., . 
We 





Just published, crown 8vo, price 14s., cloth. 
D on LIBEL and SLANDER.—A Concise 
and Practical ere = the Law concerning Libel and‘ 
Slander, a | in regard to the Defamation of Individuals. 
JOHN C. H. FLOOD, of the ‘Middle Temple, Esq., 
Ww. 





London: W. Maxwett & Son, 29, Fleet-street. 


CHITTY ON CONTRACTS.—1llth — 
Just published, royal Svo, price £ 
TREATISE on the LAW of ‘CONTRACT s, 
and UPON the DEFENCES to ACTIONS THEREON. 
JOSEPH CHITTY, Jun., Esq. The Eleventh Edition by JOHN A. 
RUSSELL, Esq., LL.B., “one of her Majesty’s Counsel and a Judge- 


of County Courts. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher. 


ABBOTT’S LAW 


RELATIVE TO 


MERCHANT SHIPS AND SEAMEN. 
In Six Parts. 
I.—Of the Owners of Merchant Ships. 
If.—Of the Board of Trade—Local Marine Boards—Mercantile 
Marine Offices and Naval Courts. 
mt —Of the Persons employed in the Navigation of Merchant 
, and of the Conveyance of Passen; 
--Of the Carriage of Goods in Merchant Ships. 


v. —Of the Hiring and Wages of Merchant Seamen. 
use —Of General Average — Salvage — Collision—and Maritime- 


i . CHARLES, LORD TENTERDEN, Late Chief Justice of 
England. 
welfth Edition. 
By SAMUEL PRENTICE, Esq., of the Middle Temple, one of 
Her Majesty” s Counsel. 
Price £2 2s. 








London: Sxaw & Sons, Fetter-lane, E.C. 





Now ready. 
HE LEGAL and GENERAL DIARY and 


COUNTY COURTS GUIDE for 1881; containing all the 
usual information. : 
Prices: Ruled with faint lines, with or without cash columns, demy 
8vo, Superior thick paper. 
No. 


1, Pageaday ... 
2. Ditto (Diary and Calendar only) 
3. Half a page a day . 
4. Ditto (Diary and Calendar : only) 
5. Week at an opening 
6. Ditto (Diary and Calendar only) 
Printed and published by 
EVISON & BRIDGE, Law Stationers, Printers, and Publishers of 
Law Forms, at 22, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





ven M “weg ogee AL FORMULIST.— —— Raition. 
This day is published, in 1 vol., 8vo, 
KE’S MAGISTERI AL FORMULIST. _— Being 
& complete Collection of Forms and Precedents for Practical 
ha in all Cases out of Quarter S , andin Pa 4 
by Magistrates, their Clerks, Solicitors, and Constables. Sixth 
— By THOMAS W. SAUNDERS, Bsq., Metropolitan Police 


agistrate. 
Lendon: Burrsrwortns, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law 
Publishers, 





Fourth Biition (further revised and enlarged), price Ss., net. 


INTS on ADVOCACY, including Examples of 
Sixteen Types of Witnesses, = the mode of Cross-examin- 
ing them. By RICHARD HAR w, of the 
Middle Temple and Midland Circuit. 
London: Warsrtow Bros, & Lartow, M, Birchin-lane, 


HE OHURCH PREFERMENT GAZETTE 
(issued Monthly), Sangreene | fall ieulars of Advowsons,. 
Presentations, &c., for Sale, together with usefal advice to 
wanes should be referred to hy every purchaser, Bui 
EMERY STARK (Associate Institute of Actuaries, P.R.G.S, 
Ma ).~-Address (nics six stamps), Messrs, W. Bueray Staan, 
23, Bedford-street, Stranc 
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REPORT OF 


Nov. 27, 1880. 


THE DIRECTORS 


OF THE 


GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


TO THE ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING OF SHAREHOLDERS 
Held on NOVEMBER 18th, 1879. 





HEAD 


OFFICE—ST. MILDRED’S HOUSE, LONDON. 





The Directors have now to present their Report on the operations | 


of the thirty-second financial year of the Society ending June 30th, 
1880. 

During the year 6,205 proposals were made to the Society for 
assuring the sum of —o 346. Of these pro ls 4,717 were 
accepted for the assurance of £1,760,326, and palicies were issued 
for that amount. The immediate annuities granted during the year 
were for £12,370 4s. 10d. 

The income received from 


inms for the first year of assurance. 


e balance of the interest account amounted to £116,126 17s. 9d., | 


which, together with the receipt from premiums, raised the income 
of the Society to £563,119 8s. 1d. for the year. 
which had 
included in the item of *‘ Outstanding Interest ” among the assets. 
The claims made upon the Society, and admitted during the year 
under Life Assurance policies, were for an amount of £216,897 10s., 
of which sum £3,000 was re-assured, whilst the claims under policies 


for Endowments that had matured amounted to £106,655 2s. 5d. The | 


sum of £36,696 6s. 8d. was paid for the surrender of policies 


After providing for these amounts—for the annuities falling due | 


within the year—for all n 


ecessary office expenses, and other 


charges on the income of the year, there remained a balance of | 


£175,330 13s. 7d.,0n the receipts of the year, which augments the 


fund available for the existing policies of the Society. This fund at | 


The accrued interest | 
not been received at the date of closing the accounts, is | 


the end of the financial year was thus raised to £2,759,912 17s. bre 
and together with £65,014 5s.. 9d. reserved for the settlement 


| claims outstanding, for the payment of annuities not applied ton g 


and for other purposes specified in the balance-sheet, make upa 
total of £2,824,927 3s. 7d., in réalized assets, as shown in the second 
Schedule appended to this Report. 

The accounts have been duly audited by G. H. Lad! Esq., the 


y bury, 
| Public Accountant (a Shareholder of the Society), on the of 
miums, after deducting the amount | 
paid for re-assurance, was £446,992 10s. 4d., including £56,961 7s. 7d. | 
in 


the Shareholders; and by the Notary Public, W. W. Venn, - @ 
Policyholder), on behalf of the Policyholders. The whole of the 
securities and documents representing the assets of the Society 
have been verified, both by the Directors and by the Auditors. 

The amount of funds available for investments during the year 
has been placed so as to yield an average rate of interest of 43 per 
cent. The dividends and interest received during the year com- 


| pared with the amount of funds at the end of the year show an 


average rate of interest of £4 4s. 1d. per cent. 

The Direct ors retiring on the present occasion are Messrs. Wm. 
Trego, A. H. Smee, and R. Crawley, who, being eligible and willing 
to serve again, are recommended by the Board to constitute the list 
= re-election. 

Mr. Ladbury and Mr. Venn retire as Auditors, but, neg eligible 
they ‘are candidates for election, the former on behalf of the Share 
holders, and the latter on behalf of the Policyholders. 

The Directors offer their congratulations on the continued pros- 
perity of the Society. 





FIRST SCHEDULE. 

Revesce Accocst oF 
PoR THE YesR Expixe 30TH June, 1880 

Amount of funds at the es of a year . 


7 9150,956 79 
3,963 17 5 
446,992 10 4 
121,278 2 0 
116,126 17 9 


Consideration for Annuities granted ... 

Interest and Dividends 

Other Accounts, viz. :-— 
Loan charges and ‘Assignment ns = 
Profit on Securities realized o 
Exchanges ... 


Claims under Policies :— 











_—_ of Management - 
‘or the Accuisition of New Business :— 
ine uae ded and Travel- 
ae g 





Fiseal Expenses :— 
and Income Tax (English 
Foreign) ........0-<sse. 


Dividends and Bonus to Shareholders . 

Bonus in Cash to Policy Holders... 

Amount of Funds at the end of the year, ‘as ‘per 
second Schedule 


4,747 12 8 


re reeeces cecees: 








- 2,790,912 17 10 
£3,204,383 16 0 


“ Tus GresHaM LIFE ASSURANCE Socrzry ” | 


See £2,583,523 43 





SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Barancg Suet or “THe Gresham Lire Assurance Socrety,” 
ON THE 30TH JuNE, 1890, 
LIABILITIES. 
Shareholders’ Capital paid up ..... £21,712 0 0 
Assurance Fund 2,321,707 19 3 
Annuity Fund. ol +e. 411,905 3 6 


d 
Total Funds as per first Schedule 
Claims admitted but not paid 
Less Re-Assured 


5 1 
~ 2,759,912 17 10 


62,402 7 10 
1,871 11 5 
740 6 6 

Satedconsebeesusembibsosdseesseeseeceesce nil. 


Annuities outstanding 
Shares, div 7 onl bonus not applied for .... 
Other accounts . 





£2,824,9297 3 7 
ASSETS. 


Mentanape on Property within the United Kingdom see 15 4 


Mortgages on wa ne pase out of the United Kingdom... 
Loans to Corporations and 
Loans on the C 
Investments :— 

In British Government Securities .. 

Foreign Government Securities ...... “ 
Railway Debentures and Debenture Stocks ... 
ce: Shares — and guaranteed) ... 


other minor public bodies 160,852 14 0 


193,966 5 9 
148,599 11 10 
464,643 6 9 
835,570 19 9 
45,404 15 9 
455,473 10 4 





pany’s p 


roperty . 
Loans upon Personal Security. 
Credit Premiums 


< 
oa 
—) 





. as 
weotoesS ao 
ee 


2 
= 
RoOCaACcCrS w 


g 
es 


Stamps and Stationery .... 
Agents’ Balances . 
Outstanding Preminms . 
Outstanding Interest and ‘Rent 
Cash in hand and on Current Account 


z 





ee 


if 


H. THORNTHWAITE, Chairman, 
CRAWLEY, rote. 


A. CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary, 
ua 
We have verified, at the Bank of England, the 
Government Funds in the name of Tnx a as AssuURANCE 
Socrery, and have examined the hae 


representing the property contai thls Salanoe gio hereby 
7the (Sigued) a a capeunt aa 
WILLIAM W. VENN. Auditors, 
Dated November 4th, 1990, z 


(Signed) W. 
R. 


. 














